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TITLE 16 —COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

(Docket 6712) 

Part 13 — Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

DICTOGRAPH PRODUCTS, INC., ET AL. 

Subpart —Furnishing means and in¬ 
strumentalities of misrepresentation or 
deception: § 13.1055 Furnishing means 
and instrumentalities of misrepresenta¬ 
tion or deception . Subpart— Misrepre¬ 
senting oneself and goods —Business 
status, advantages or connections: 
§ 13.1490 Nature , in general; § 13.1520 
Personnel or staff; [Misrepresenting 
oneself and goods] —Goods: § 13.1663 In¬ 
dividuals special selection or situation; 
§ 13.1760 Terms and conditions; l Misrep¬ 
resenting oneself and goods J —Prices: 
§ 13.1817 Reductions for prospect refer¬ 
rals . l Subpart— Neglecting , unfairly or 
deceptively, to make material disclosure: 
§ 13.1882 Prices. Subpart — Securing 
orders falsely, misleadingly or improp¬ 
erly: § 13.2170 Securing orders falsely, 
misleadingly or improperly. Subpart— 
Securing signatures wrongfully: § 13.2175 
Securing signatures wrongfully . 

(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U. S. C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U. 8. C. 45) I Cease and desist order. Dic¬ 
tograph Products, Inc. (Jamaica, L. I., N. Y.), 
Docket 6712, July 3. 1957J 

In the Matter of Dictograph Products, 
Inc., a Corporation, Fire Detective, 
Inc., a Corporation, and Herman Perl, 
Richard E. Rudolph. Arthur J. Wal¬ 
dorf, and Malte J. Carlson. Individu¬ 
ally and as Officers of Fire Detective, 
Inc., and Stanley Osserman, Indimdu- 
ally and as Chairman of the Board of 
Directors of Fire Detective, Inc . 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging a manufacturer in 
Jamaica, Long Island, N. Y., and the cor¬ 
porate purchaser in Newark, N. J., of its 
entire production of home fire alarm sys¬ 
tems for sale to the public through fran¬ 
chise dealers whose salesmen gave dem¬ 
onstrations in homes of prospects, w f ith 
supplying to said franchise dealers 


literature upon which were based the 
following acts and representations of 
said salesmen: 

Representing falsely that such 'sales¬ 
men were not salesmen but demon¬ 
strators only, desiring to make a fire- 
prevention talk to specially selected 
homes; 

Employing “scare tactics’' to make 
sales by exhibiting news clippings and 
horror pictures to prospective pur¬ 
chasers; 

Misrepresenting the cost of the sys¬ 
tem and representing falsely that pur¬ 
chasers could earn all or most of it by 
referring names of other prospects; 

Inducing purchasers to sign in blank 
contracts and promissory notes upon the 
representation that the total cost would 
be only slightly above the amount earned 
by supplying names of prospects and 
subsequently returning them filled in 
with the total cost and carrying charges, 
contrary to the representations made; 
and 

Failing to notify the purchaser that 
the contract and note would be dis¬ 
counted with a finance company or bank 
and that carrying charges would be 
added. 

Following an agreement between the 
parties for a consent order, the hearing 
examiner made his initial decision and 
order to cease and desist which became 
on July 3 the decision of the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That the respondents 
Dictograph Products, Inc., a corporation. 
Fire Detective, Inc., a corporation and 
their officers, and Herman Perl, Richard 
E. Rudolph, Arthur J. Waldorf and Malte 
J. Carlson, individually and as officers of 
Fire Detective, Inc., and Stanley Osser¬ 
man, individually and as Chairman of 
the Board of Directors of Fire Detective, 
Inc., their representatives, agents and 
employees, directly or through any cor¬ 
porate or other device, in connection 
with the offering for sale, sale or distri¬ 
bution in commerce, as “commerce’ , is 
defined by the Federal Trade Commis¬ 
sion Act r of fire detection or fire alarm 
systems do forthwith cease and desist 
from: 

1. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation: 

(Continued on next page) 
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(a) That respondents* salesmen only 
desire to make fire prevention talks or 
demonstrations; 

(b) That respondents* representatives 
are not salesmen but are only demon¬ 
strators ; 

(c) That prospective purchasers or 
their homes have been specially selected 
for demonstration purposes; 

(d) That the total or monthly cost of 
respondents’ fire alarm system will be 
reduced in any amount by the submis¬ 
sion t)f names of prospective purchasers 
under respondents* referral program: 

(e) That the identity of those supply¬ 
ing names of prospective purchasers will 
not be revealed to said prospective pur¬ 
chasers: 

<f) That the contract or promissory 
note for the purchase price of the sys¬ 
tem will not be discounted or failing 
to reveal that such will be discounted; 

(g) That carrying charges will not be 
added to the total cost of the system or 
failing to reveal that carrying charges 
will be added. 

2. Inducing the purchase of respond¬ 
ents’ products by employing “scare 
tactics’’ by exhibiting newspaper clip¬ 
pings and horror pictures calculated to 
unduly arouse parents emotionally as to 
the need to protect themselves and their 
children from the hazards of fire. 
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3. Misrepresenting in any manner the 
amount of money any purchaser or pros¬ 
pective purchaser will probably or may 
reasonably expect to receive from the 
submission of names of prospects under 
respondents* referral program. 

4. Using any referral program in in¬ 
ducing the sale of their fire alarm sys¬ 
tem unless. (1) all of the terms and con¬ 
ditions thereof are fully explained to the 
purchaser or prospective purchaser prior 
to consummation of the sale, (2) any 
person submitting the name of a pros¬ 
pect who cannot be solicited for any 
reason is given the option of submitting 
a replacement name, and (3) the prom¬ 
ised sum of money is actually paid to 
the purchaser who submitted the name 
of a prospect to whom a demonstration 
or sale of the system is made pursuant 
to such referral. 

5. Supplying franchise dealers or their 
representatives with any literature or 
other material containing or suggesting 
any of the statements, representations, 
acts or practices prohibited by para¬ 
graphs, 1 through 4 of this order. 

By “Decision of the Commission’*, etc., 
report of compliance w r as required as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That the respondents 
herein shall within sixty (60) days after 
service upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report in writing set¬ 
ting forth in detail the manner and 
form in which they have complied with 
the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: June 28, 1957. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6057: Filed, July 24. 1957; 

8:47 a. m.J 


[Docket 6715] 

Part 13—Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

ROBERTS, INC., ET AL. 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.30 Composition of goods: 
Pur Products Labeling Act; § 13.73 
Formal regulatory and statutory require¬ 
ments: Pur Products Labeling Act; 
§ 13.155 Prices: Fictitious marking; 
usual as reduced, special, etc.; § 13.235 
Source or origin: Maker or seller, etc.: 
Pur Products Labeling Act. Subpart— 
Concealing or obliterating law required 
and informative marking: § 13.516 Fur 
products tags or identification. Sub¬ 
part — Misbranding or mislabeling: 
§ 13.1212 Formal regulatory and statu¬ 
tory requirements: Pur Products Label¬ 
ing Act; § 13.1280 Price. Subpart— 
Neglecting , unfairly or deceptively , to 
make material disclosure: § 13.1845 Com¬ 
position: Pur Products Labeling Act; 
§ 13.1852 Formal regulatory and statu¬ 
tory requirements: Fur Products Label¬ 
ing Act; § 13.1865 Manufacture or prep¬ 
aration: Pur Products Labeling Act; 
§ 13.1900 Source or origin: Pur Products 
Labeling Act: Maker or seller, etc. Sub¬ 


part— Using misleading name —Goods: 

§ 13.2280 Composition: Pur Products 
Labeling Act. 

(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U. S. C. 46. In¬ 
terpret or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as 
amended; sec. 8. 65 Stat. 179; 15 U. S. C. 45, 
69f) [Cease and desist order, Roberts, Inc. 
(Oklahoma City, Okla.), et al., Docket 6715, 
July 3. 1957] 

In the Matter of Roberts. Inc., a Corpo¬ 
ration ; Victor Halote and Samuel 

Halote , Individually and as Officers of 

Roberts , Inc.; also Individually and as 

Copartners Trading as Halote Bros . 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging furriers in Okla¬ 
homa City. Okla., and trading also in 
Beverly Hills, Calif., with violating the 
Pur Products Labeling Act by labeling 
fur products with fictitious prices and 
removing required labels; by invoicing 
falsely with respect to artificially colored 
furs and the name of animals producing 
certain furs; by advertising which con¬ 
tained other than the prescribed animal 
names, falsely represented prices as 
wholesale or less and as reduced, and 
“sales” as liquidating their entire stock; 
and by failing in other respects to con¬ 
form to the requirements of the Act. 

Following agreement between the par¬ 
ties for a consent order, the hearing ex¬ 
aminer made his initial decision and 
order to cease and desist which became 
on July 3, 1957, the decision of the 
Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered , That the respondents, 
Roberts, Inc., a corporation, and its offi¬ 
cers, and Victor Halote and Samuel 
Halote, individually and as officers of 
said corporation; and the said Victor 
Halote and Samuel Halote, individually 
and as copartners separately trading 
under the firm name of Halote Bros., or 
under any other name, and respondents* 
representatives, agents, and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the in¬ 
troduction into commerce, or the sale, 
advertising, or offering for sale in com¬ 
merce, or the transportation or distribu¬ 
tion in commerce, of fur products, or in 
connection with the offering for sale, 
sale, advertising, transportation, or dis¬ 
tribution of fur products which have 
been made in whole or in part of fur 
which has been shipped and received in 
commerce, as “commerce”, “fur” and 
“fur product” are defined in the Fur 
Products Labeling Act, do forthwith 
cease and desist from: 

A. Misbranding fur products by: 

1. Falsely or deceptively labeling or 
otherwise identifying any such product 
as to the regular price or value of such 
product when such price or value is not 
that at which such product is regularly 
sold by respondents. 

2. Failing to affix labels to fur prod¬ 
ucts showing; 

a. The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs con¬ 
tained in the fur product as set forth in 
the Pur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed in the Rules and Regulations; 


b. That the fur product contains or is 
composed of used fur when such is a 
fact; 

c. That the fur product contains or is 
composed of bleached, dyed, or artifi¬ 
cially colored fur when such is a fact; 

d. That the fur product is composed 
in whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies, or waste fur when such is 
a fact; 

e. The name of the country of origin 
of any imported furs used in the fur 
product. 

3. Setting forth on labels attached to 
fur products: 

a. The name or names of any animal 
or animals other than the name or names 
provided for in paragraph A (2) (a) 
above. 

b. Required information in handwrit¬ 
ing. 

B. .Removing or participating in the 
removal of labels required by the Fur 
Products Labeling Act to be affixed to 
fur products, prior to the time any fur 
product is sold and delivered to the ulti¬ 
mate consumer. 

C. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur 
products by: 

1. Failing to furnish invoices to pur¬ 
chasers of fur products showing: 

a. The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs 
contained in the fur product as set forth 
in the Fur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed by the rules and regulations; 

b. That the fur product contains or is 
composed of used fur, when such is a 
fact; 

c. That the fur product contains or is 
composed of bleached, dyed, or artifi¬ 
cially colored fur, when such is a fact; 

d. That the fur product is composed in 
whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies, or waste fur, when such is a 
fact; 

e. The name and address of the person 
issuing such invoices; 

f. The name of the country of origin 
of any imported furs contained in the 
fur product; 

g. The item number or mark pertain¬ 
ing to such products as required by Rule 
40 of the regulations under the Fur Prod¬ 
ucts Labeling Act. 

2. Using on invoices the name or names 
of any animal or animals other than the 
name or names provided for in para¬ 
graph C (1) (a) above. 

3. Setting forth required information 
in abbreviated form. 

4. Using the term “blended** to de¬ 

scribe any fur products which are dyed 
or tip-dyed. % 

D. Falsely or deceptively advertising 
fur products through the 4ise of any ad¬ 
vertisement, public announcement or 
notice which is intended to aid, promote 
or. assist, directly or indirectly, in the 
sale or offering for sale of fur products, 
and which: 

1. Fails to disclose: 

a. The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs con¬ 
tained in the fur products as set forth in 
the Fur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed under the rules and regula¬ 
tions ; 

b. That the fur products contain or 
are composed of bleached, dyed, or other- 
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wise artificially colored fur, when such 
is a fact; 

c. That the fur product is composed 
in whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies or waste fur, when such is a 
fact; 

d. The name of the country of origin 
erf imported furs contained in fur 
products. 

2. Contains the name or names of any 
animal or animals other than the name 
or names provided for in paragraph D 
(1) (a) above. 

3. Represents directly or by implica¬ 
tion: 

a. That fur products are offered at 
prices at or below wholesale prices when 
contrary to fact, or that the regular or 
usual price of any fur product is any 
amount in excess of the price at which 
the respondents have usually and cus¬ 
tomarily sold such products in the recent 
regular course of their business; 

b. That any of such products repre¬ 
sent a clearance or a liquidation of 
their stocks of fur products, contrary 
to fact; 

c. That any such products are for 
sale at reduced prices as a special clear¬ 
ance or liquidation of stocks of fur 
products, contrary to fact. 

E. Using percentage savings claims 
and comparative prices in advertising 
unless such claims and prices are based 
upon current market values, or unless the 
designated time of a bona fide compared 
price is given. 

P. Making use of pricing claims or rep¬ 
resentations in advertising of the type 
referred to in paragraph D (3) (a) and 
E above, unless respondents maintain 
full and adequate records disclosing the 
facts upon which such claims or repre¬ 
sentations are in fact based. 

By “Decision of the Commission’*, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That the respondents 
herein shall, within sixty (60) days after 
service upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report in writing set¬ 
ting forth in detail the manner and form 
in which they have complied with the 
order to cease and desist. 

Issued: June 28,1957. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

• Secretary . 

IP. R. Doc. 57-6055: Piled, July 24, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.J 


[Docket 67261 

Part 13— Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

JULIUS HOFFERT, INC., ET AL. 

Subpart— Invoicing products falsely: 
§ 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely: Pur 
Products Labeling Act. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U. S. C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 5. 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 
sec. 8. 65 Stat. 179; 15 U. S. C. 45, 69f) [ Cease 

and desist order. JuUus Hoffert, Inc., et al.. 
New York. N. Y„ Docket 6726, July 2, 1957] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

In the Matter of Julius Hoffert, Inc., a 

Corporation , and Julius Hoffert and 

Bert Edwards, Individually and as 

Officers of Said Corporation 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging a furrier in New 
York City with invoicing fur products 
falsely through setting forth required 
information in abbreviated form, in vio¬ 
lation of the Pur Products Labeling Act. 

Following approval of an agreement 
between the parties containing consent 
order, the hearing examiner made his 
initial decision and order to cease and 
desist which became on July 2 the deci¬ 
sion of the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent Julius 
Hoffert, Inc., a corporation, and its of¬ 
ficers, and respondents Julius Hoffert 
and Bert Edwards, individually and as 
officers of said corporation, and re¬ 
spondents’ representatives, agents, and 
employees, directly or through any cor¬ 
porate or other device in connection 
with the introduction, or manufacture 
for introduction, into commerce, or the 
sale, or offering for sale in commerce, 
or the transportation or distribution in 
commerce, of fur products, or in connec¬ 
tion with the manufacture for sale, sale, 
offering for sale, transportation, or dis¬ 
tribution of fur products which have 
been made in whole or in part of furs 
which have been shipped and received in 
commerce, as “commerce”, “fur” and 
“fur product” are defined in the Pur 
Products Labeling Act, do forthwith 
cease and desist from: 

A. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur 
products by: 

1 . Failing to furnish invoices to pur¬ 
chasers of fur products showing: 

a. The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs 
contained in the fur products as set forth 
in the Fur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed by the rules and regulations; 

b. That the fur product contains or is 
composed of used fur, when such is the 
fact; 

c. That the fur product contains or is 
composed of bleached, dyed, or other¬ 
wise artificially colored fur, when such 
is the fact; 

d. That the fur product is composed in 
whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies or waste fur, when such is 
the fact; 

e. The name and address of the person 
issuing such invoice; 

f. The name of the country of origin 
of any imported furs contained in the 
fur product. 

2 . Setting forth on invoices of fur 
products: 

a. Information, required under section 
5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling 
Act and the rules and regulations pro¬ 
mulgated thereunder, in abbreviated 
form. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 


It Is ordered, That the respondents 
herein shall within sixty (60) days after 
service upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report in writing set¬ 
ting forth in detail the manner and form 
in which they have complied with the 
order to cease and desist. 

Issued: June 28,1957. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6054; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.J 


[Docket 6730] 

Part 13—Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

THE HOUSE OF KUDRA FURS ET AL. 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.73 Formal regulatory and 
statutory requirements: Fur Products 
Labeling Act; §13.155 Prices: Compara¬ 
tive; exaggerated as regular and custom¬ 
ary; § 13.285 Value . Subpart— Invoicing 
products falsely: § 13.1108 Invoicing 
products falsely: Fur Products Labeling 
Act. Subpart— Misbranding or mis¬ 
labeling: § 13.1212 Formal regulatory 
and statutory requirements: Fur Prod¬ 
ucts Labeling Act. Subpart— Neglecting, 
unfairly or deceptively, to make ma¬ 
terial disclosure: § 13.1852 Formal regu¬ 
latory and statutory requirements: Fur 
Products Labeling Act. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U. S. C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5. 38 Stat. 719, as amended: 
sec. 8, 65 Stat. 179; 15 U. S. C. 45, 69f) 
[Cease and desist order. The House of Kudra 
Furs et al., Trenton, N. J., Docket 6730, July 
6, 1957 J 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging a furrier in Tren¬ 
ton, N. J., with violating the Fur Products 
Labeling Act by invoicing which named 
an animal other than that producing a 
particular fur; by advertising in news¬ 
papers which falsely represented the 
prices of fur products as reduced when 
ther so-called regular prices were ficti¬ 
tious, and misrepresented comparative 
prices and percentage savings and 
values; and by failing in other respects 
to conform to the labeling and other re¬ 
quirements of the act. 

Following an agreement between the 
parties for a consent order, the hearing 
examiner made his initial decision and 
order to cease and desist which became 
on July 6 the decision of the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent The 
House of Kudra Furs, a corporation, and 
its officers, and respondent George M. 
Kudra, individually and as an officer of 
said corporation, and respondents’ rep¬ 
resentatives, agents and employees, di¬ 
rectly or through any corporate or other 
device, in connection with the introduc¬ 
tion into commerce, or the sale, adver¬ 
tising or offering for sale in commerce, 
or the transportation or distribution in 
commerce of fur products, or in connec- 
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tion with the sale, advertising, offering 
for sale, transportation, or distribution of 
fur products which have been made in 
whole or in part of fur which has been 
shipped and received in commerce, as 
‘ commerce”, “fur” and “fur products” 
are defined in the Fur Products Labeling 
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from: 

A. Misbranding fur products by: 

1. Failing to affix labels to such fur 
products showing: 

(a) The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs 
contained in the fur product as set forth 
in the Fur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed under the rules and regula¬ 
tions; 

(b) That the fur product contains or 
is composed of used fur, when such is a 
fact; 

(c) That the fur product contains or 
is composed of bleached fur, when such 
is a fact; 

(d) That the fur product is composed 
in whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies or waste fur, when such is 
a fact; 

(e) The name, or other identification 
issued and registered by the Commission, 
of one or more persons who manufac¬ 
tured such fur product for introduction 
into commerce, introduced it into com¬ 
merce, sold it in commerce, advertised or 
offered it for sale in commerce, or trans¬ 
ported or distributed it in commerce; 

(f) The name of the country of origin 
of any imported furs used in the fur 
product. 

2. Setting forth on labels attached to 
fur products required information which 
is mingled with non-required informa¬ 
tion. 

3. Failing to set forth on labels the in¬ 
formation required by Rule 36 of the 
rules and regulations promulgated un¬ 
der the Fur Products Labeling Act, when 
a fur product is composed of two or more 
sections containing different animal furs. 

4. Failing to affix labels to fur products 
showing item numbers required under 
Rule 40 of the aforesaid rules and regu¬ 
lations. 

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur 
products by: 

1. Failing to show: 

(a) The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs 
contained in the fur product, as set forth 
in the Fur Products Name Guide and as 
prescribed under the rules and regula¬ 
tions; 

(b) That the fur product contains or 
is composed of used fur, when such is a 
fact; 

(c) That the fur product contains or 
is composed of bleached, dyed or other¬ 
wise artificially colored fur, which such 
is a fact; 

(d) That the fur product is composed 
in whole or in substantial part of paws, 
tails, bellies, or waste fur, when such is 
a fact; 

(e) The name and address of the per¬ 
son issuing such invoices; 

(f) The name of the country of origin 
of any imported furs contained in a fur 
product. 

C. Falsely or deceptively advertising 
fur products, through the use of any 


advertisement, representation, public an¬ 
nouncement or notice which is intended 
to aid, promote or assist, directly or in¬ 
directly, in the sale or offering for sale 
of fur products, and which: 

1. Represents directly or by implica¬ 
tion that the regular or usual price of 
any fur product is any amount which is 
in excess of the price at which respond¬ 
ents have usually and customarily sold 
such products in the recent, regular 
course of their business; 

2. Represents directly or by implica¬ 
tion that fur products are of a certain 
value or quality unless such representa¬ 
tions or claims are true in fact; 

3. Makes use of comparative prices 
and percentage savings claims unless 
such compared prices or claims are based 
upon the current market value of the fur 
product or upon a bona fide compared 
price at a designated time; 

4. Makes pricing claims or representa¬ 
tions of the type referred to in para¬ 
graphs C-l. 2 and 3 above unless there 
are maintained by respondents full and 
adequate records disclosing the facts 
upon which such claims or representa¬ 
tions are based. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That the respondents 
herein shall within sixty (60) days after 
service upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report in writing 
setting forth in detail the manner and 
form in which they have complied with 
the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: June 28, 1957. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish. 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6056; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.] 


[Docket 67401 

Part 13—Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

INTERCOAST RESEARCH CO., INC., ET AL. 

Subpart— Misrepresenting oneself and 
goods —Business status, advantages or 
connections: § 13.1425 Government con¬ 
nection; § 13.1450 Individual or private 
business as educational, religious or re¬ 
search institution; § 13.1490 Nature, in 
general. Subpart— Using misleading 
name —Vendor: § 13.2380 Government 
connection; § 13.2410 Individual or pri¬ 
vate business being educational, religious 
or research institution or organization; 
§ 13.2425 Nature, in general. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U. S. C. 46. Inter¬ 
pret or apply sec. 5. 38 Stat. 719, as amended: 
15 U. S. C. 45) (Cease and desist order. 
Intercoast Research Co.. Inc., et al. f New 
York. N. Y., Docket 6740, July 6, 1957] 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging a seller in New 
York City of printed mailing forms for 
use by collection agencies, merchants, 
etc., in obtaining information concerning 


their debtors, with using on such forms 
the term “Office of Security Service”, 
representing thereby that requests for 
information concerning delinquent debt¬ 
ors were from the U. S. Government or 
its agency, and with using the name 
“Consumers Statistical Surveys” to rep¬ 
resent that it was engaged in research. 

Following an agreement between the 
parties containing a consent order, the 
hearing examiner made his initial de¬ 
cision and order to cease and desist 
which became on July 6 the decision of 
the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent Inter¬ 
coast Research Co., Inc., a corporation, 
and its officers, and respondent Anthony 
E. Malito, individually and as an officer 
of said corporation, and respondents* 
representatives, agents and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the 
business of obtaining information con¬ 
cerning delinquent debtors or the offer¬ 
ing for sale, sale or distribution of 
forms, or other materials, for use in 
obtaining information concerning delin¬ 
quent debtors, in commerce, as “com¬ 
merce” is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: 

1. Using or placing in the hands of 
others for use, any forms, letters, ques¬ 
tionnaires, or material, printed or writ¬ 
ten. which do not clearly and expressly 
state that the purpose for which the in¬ 
formation is requested is that of obtain¬ 
ing information concerning delinquent 
debtors. 

2. Using the term “Office of Security 
Service,” or any other word or phrase of 
similar import to designate, describe or 
refer to respondents’ business; or other¬ 
wise representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that requests for information 
concerning delinquent debtors are from 
the United States Government or any 
agency or branch thereof, or that their 
business is in any way connected with the 
United States Government. 

3. Using the name “Consumers Statis¬ 
tical Surveys,” or any other name of 
similar import to designate, describe or 
refer to respondents’ business; or other¬ 
wise representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation, that respondents are engaged in 
research. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That the respondents 
herein shall, within sixty (60) days after 
service upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report in writing set¬ 
ting forth in detail the manner and 
form in which they have complied with 
the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: June 28,1957. 

By the Commission. 

f sealI Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6058; FUed, July 24, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.j 
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TITLE 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 

Chapter II—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 

Part 208— Flood Control Regulations 

HUNGRY HORSE DAM AND RESERVOIR, SOUTH 
FORK FLATHEAD RIVER, MONTANA 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 7 
of the Act of Congress approved Decem¬ 
ber 22.1944 (58 Stat. 890; 33 U. S. C. 709), 
the following regulations are hereby pre¬ 
scribed to govern the use and operation 
of Hungry Horse Dam and Reservoir on 
South Fork Flathead River 4 , Montana, 
for flood control purposes: 

§ 208.90 Hungry Horse Dam and 
Reservoir . The Bureau of Reclamation 
shall operate Hungry Horse Dam and 
Reservoir in the interests of flood con¬ 
trol as follows: 

(a) Releases from Hungry Horse 
Reservoir shall be restricted to quantities 
which will not cause downstream flows 
or stages to exceed, insofar as possible 
within stipulated limitations, any one 
of the following criteria: 

(1) When flood control is required 
above Flathead Lake, releases from 
Hungry Horse Reservoir will be limited 
so that, exclusive of a minimum release 
required for the maintenance of flshlife, 
they will, so far as practicable, prevent 
the Flathead River at Columbia Falls 
from exceeding a flow of 70,000 cubic feet 
per second when Flathead Lake elevation 
is at or below 2891.9 feet, or smaller flows, 
varying inversely with lake stage to 
28,000 cubic feet per second when Flat- 
head Lake elevation is 2894.0 feet. 

(2) When flood control is required for 
the Lower Columbia River, releases from 
Hungry Horse Reservoir shall not exceed 
an average of 3,000 cubic feet per second 
during flood protection periods. Such 
periods are defined as the intervals be¬ 
ginning five days prior to the date that 
flows at The Dalles are predicted to ex¬ 
ceed 500.000 cubic feet per second and 
ending five days prior to the time when 
such flows are predicted to recede to 
500,000 cubic feet per second. 

(b) Storage space in Hungry Horse 
Reservoir shall be kept available for flood 
control purposes in accordance with the 
Flood Control Storage Reservation Dia¬ 
gram currently in force, except when 
storage of flood water is necessary as 
prescribed in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion. Any water temporarily stored in 
the flood control space indicated by the 
Flood Control Storage Reservation Dia¬ 
gram currently in force shall be released 
as rapidly as can be safely accomplished 
without causing either the downstream 
flows to exceed the criteria prescribed in 
paragraph (a) of this section or causing 
the flow in the South Fork Flathead 
River below Hungry Horse Dam to exceed 
20,000 cubic feet per second. The Flood 
Control Storage Reservation Diagram in 
force as of the promulgation of this sec¬ 
tion is that dated June 11, 1957, File No. 
208.90 A, and is on file in the office of the 
Chief of Engineers, Department of the 
Army, Washington, D. C.. and in the 
office of the Commissioner, Bureau of 
Reclamation, Washington, D. C. Revi¬ 
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sions of the Flood Control Storage Res¬ 
ervation Diagram may be developed from 
time to time as necessary by the Corps 
of Engineers and the Bureau of Recla¬ 
mation. Each such revision shall be 
effective upon the date specified in the 
approval thereof by the Chief of Engi¬ 
neers and the Commissioner of Reclama¬ 
tion, and from that date until replaced 
shall be the Flood Control Storage 
Reservation Diagram currently in force 
for the purpose of this section. Copies 
of the Flood Control Storage Reservation 
Diagram currently in force shall be kept 
on file in and may be obtained from the 
office of the District Engineer, Corps of 
Engineers, and the Regional Director, 
Bureau of Reclamation, in charge of the 
locality, and from the Administrator, 
Bonneville Power Administration. 

(c) In the event that the reservoir 
level rises above elevation 3560 at the 
dam (top of the spillway gates), or is 
expected to rise to or above that level 
within the next 48 hours, subsequent 
operation of the dam shall be such as 
to cause downstream flows and stages 
to exceed as little as possible the criteria 
prescribed in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion and in no event, to cause the max¬ 
imum subsequent release from the 
reservoir to exceed the estimated maxi¬ 
mum flow that would have occurred 
subsequently under the conditions which 
existed prior to the construction of the 
dam. 

(d) Nothing in this section shall be 
construed to require dangerously rapid 
changes in magnitudes of releases or 
that releases be made at rates or in a 
manner that would be inconsistent with 
requirements for protecting the dam and 
reservoir from major damage. 

(e) The Bureau of Reclamation shall 
procure current basic hydrologic data 
necessary for forecasting inflows to 
Hungry Horse Reservoir in conformance 
with procedures mutually agreed to, 
make such current determinations of 
required flood control storage reserva¬ 
tion from the Flood Control Storage 
Reservation Diagram currently in force 
and make current calculations of per¬ 
missible releases from the reservoir as 
are required to accomplish the flood 
control objectives prescribed in this 
section. 

(f) The Bureau of Reclamation shall 
keep the District Engineer, Corps of En¬ 
gineers, Department of the Army, in 
charge of the locality, currently advised 
of reservoir release, reservoir storage, 
and such other operating data as the 
District Engineer may request, and also 
of those basic operating criteria which 
affect the schedule of operation. Also, 
the Bureau of Reclamation shall keep the 
Administrator, Bonneville Power Ad¬ 
ministration, currently advised of reser¬ 
voir releases. 

(g) The flood control regulations of 
this section are subject to temporary 
modification by the District Engineer, 
Corps of Engineers, if found necessary in 
time of emergency. Requests for and 
action on such modifications may be 
made by any available means of com¬ 
munication and the action taken by the 
District Engineer shall be confirmed in 
writing under date of the same day to 


the office of the Regional Director of the 
Bureau of Reclamation in charge of the 
operations and to the Administrator of 
the Bonneville Power Administration, 
the power marketing agency. 

(Regs., June 11. 1957, ENG WE ( (Sec. 7, 58 
Stat. 890, as amended; 33 U. S. C. 709) 

[seal! Herbert M. Jones, 

Major General, 17. S. Army, 

The Adjutant General. 

(P. R. Doc. 57-6049; Filed, July 24, 1957; 
8:45 a. m.| 

TITLE 46—SHIPPING 

Chapter I—Coast Guard, Department 
of the Treasury 

[CGFR 67-32 J 

Part 10— Licensing of Officers and 
Motorboat Operators and Registra¬ 
tion of Staff Officers 

Part 12 —Certification of Seamen 
first assistant engineer of vessels not 

OVER 2,000 HORSEPOWER AND EXAMINATION 
OF LIFEBpATMEN AND ABLE SEAMEN 

Notices regarding proposed changes 
in the navigation and vessel inspection 
regulations were published in the Federal 
Register dated March 7, 1957 (22 F. R. 
1433-1439), March 28. 1957 (22 F. R. 
2047), and May 4, 1957 (22 F. R. 3185. 
3186), as Items I through XVIII of the 
Agenda to be considered by the Merchant 
Marine Council. Pursuant to these no¬ 
tices a public hearing was held on May 7, 
1957, by the Merchant Marine Council at 
Washington, D. C. This document is the 
sixth of a series covering the regulations 
considered at this public hearing. The 
first document (CGFR 57-26) deals with 
inspection of cargo gear on passenger, 
cargo, and miscellaneous vessels. The 
second document (CGFR 57-27) deals 
with lifesaving, fire protection, and grain 
loading requirements for passenger, car¬ 
go. and miscellaneous vessels. The third 
document (CGFR 57-29) deals' with 
cargo tanks for liquefied inflammable 
gases and anhydrous ammonia, stowage 
of baled cotton, and use of equivalents or 
alternative procedures respecting 
dangerous cargoes. The fourth docu¬ 
ment (CGFR 57-30) deals with crew ac¬ 
commodations on tank ships. The fifth 
document (CGFR 57-31) deals with dry¬ 
docking of passenger, tank, cargo, and 
miscellaneous vessels. 

All the comments, views, and data sub¬ 
mitted in connection with the items con¬ 
sidered by the Merchant Marine Council 
at this public hearing have been very 
helpful to the Coast Guard and are very 
much appreciated. On the basis of the 
information received certain proposed 
regulations were revised. The following 
items considered at the public hearing 
held May 7, 1957, as revised, are adopted 
and included in this document: 

ITEM n—LIFEBOATMEN, EXAMINATION AND 
DEMONSTRATION OF ABILITY 

ITEM III—LICENSE AS FIRST ASSISTANT ENGI¬ 
NEER OF STEAM AND MOTOR VESSELS OF 
NOT OVER 1,000 HORSEPOWER 

The proposal in Item II of the Agenda 
was changed with respect to the han- 
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dling of a boat in a heavy sea and the 
operation of davits. The examination 
for lifeboatmen as adopted materially 
changes the scope of the examination in 
46 CPR 12.10-5. In the future the ap¬ 
plicant will be examined as a lifeboat 
commander in addition to being a skilled 
member of a boat crew. The portion of 
the lifeboatmen’s examination syllabus 
with respect to being a lifeboat com¬ 
mander is based on a portion of the able 
seamen’s examination syllabus in 46 CFR 
12.05-9 (b) (2) and (3). For these 
items changes were made to clarify the 
language and, ther efore , editorial 
changes are made in 46 CFR 12.05-9 (b) 

(2) and (3) regarding the able seamen’s 
examination syllabus so that the descrip¬ 
tion of the examination syllabus will be 
the same as in 46 CFR 12.10-5 (b) (2) 
and (3) regarding the lifeboatmen’s ex¬ 
amination syllabus. 

The proposal in Item III of the Agenda 
was revised so that third assistant engi¬ 
neers with unlimited licenses who are 
twenty-one years of age or over will be 
eligible for an examination as first as¬ 
sistant engineer of towing or ferry ves¬ 
sels of not over 2,000 horsepower. In 
view of the increase in the horsepower 
from 1,000 horsepower to 2,000 horse¬ 
power, the provisions in 46 CFR 10.10-13 

(a) (4) and 10.10-15 <a) (4) were like¬ 
wise revised. 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
me as Commandant, United States Coast 
Guard, by Treasury Department Order 
No. 120, dated July 31, 1950 (15 F. R. 
6521), Treasury Department Order 167- 
14, dated November 26, 1954 (19 F. R. 
8026), and Treasury Department Order 
CGFR 56-28, dated July 24,1956 (21 F. R. 
5659), to promulgate regulations in ac¬ 
cordance with the statutes cited with the 
regulations below, the following amend¬ 
ments are prescribed and shall become 
effective thirty days after the date of 
publication of this document in the* 
Federal Register : 


§ 10.10-15 First assistant engineer ; 
motor vessels, (a) • • • 

(4) Three years' service as oiler or 
fireman on motor vessels for a license as 
first assistant engineer of motor towing 
or ferry vessels of not more than 2,000 
horsepower. 

(5) While holding a license as third 
assistant engineer of motor vessels of 
any horsepower, three months’ service 
as third assistant engineer or observer 
first assistant engineer on motor vessels 
for a license as first assistant engineer of 
motor towing or ferry vessels of not over 
2,000 horsepower. 

(R. S. 4405, as amended, 4462, as amended; 
46 U. 8. C. 375, 416. Interpret or apply R. S. 
4417a, as amended. 4426, as amended. 4427, as 
amended, 4438-4442. as amended. 4445, as 
amended. 4447, as amended, sec. 2. 29 Stat. 
188, as amended, sec. 1, 34 Stat. 1411, secs. 1, 
2, 49 Stat. 1544, 1545, as amended, sec. 7, 53 
Stat. 1147, as amended, secs. 7. 17, 54 Stat. 
165, as amended, 166, as amended, sec. 3, 
54 Stat. 346. as amended, sec. 2. 68 Stat. 
484, sec. 3. 68 Stat. 675; 46 U. S. C. 391a, 404, 
405, 224, 224a, 226, 228, 229, 214. 231, 233, 
225, 237, 367, 247, 526f, 526p, 1333, 710c, 50 
U. S. C. 198) 


Part 12 —Certification of Seamen 

SUBPART 12.05—ABLE SEAMEN 

1. Section 12.05-9 (b) is amended by 
revising subparagraphs (2) and (3) to 
read as follows: 

§ 12.05-9 Examination and demon¬ 
stration of ability. • • • 

(b) * • • 

<2) The clearing away, swinging out, 
and lowering of lifeboats and life rafts, 
the handling of lifeboats under oars and 
sails, including questions relative to the 
proper handling of a boat in a heavy sea; 

(3) The operation and functions of 
commonly used types of davits; 

subpart 12.10—lifeboatman 

2. Section 12.10-5 is amended to read 
as follows: 


Part 10— Licensing of Officers and 
Motorboat Operators and Registration 
of Staff Officers 

SUBPART 10.10-PROFESSIONAL REQUIRE¬ 

MENTS FOR ENGINEER OFFICERS’ LICENSES 
(INSPECTED VESSELS) 

1. Section 10.10-13 (a) is amended by 
revising subparagraph (4) and by adding 
a new subparagraph (5), reading as 
follows: 

§ 10.10-13 First assistant engineer; 
steam vessels . (a) • • • 

(4) Three years’ service as oiler, 
watertender, or fireman on steam vessels 
for a license as first assistant engineer 
of steam towing or ferry vessels of not 
more than 2,000 horsepower. 

(5) While holding a license as third 
assistant engineer of steam vessels of any 
horsepower, three months’ service as 
third assistant engineer or observer first 
assistant engineer on steam vessels for 
a license as first assistant engineer of 
steam towing or ferry vessels of not over 
2,000 horsepower. 

2. Section 10.10-15 (a) is amended by 
revising subparagraph (4) and by adding 
a new subparagraph (5), reading as 
follows: 


§ 12.10-5 Examination and demon¬ 
stration of ability. (a) Before a life- 

boatman’s certificate may be granted, the 
applicant must prove to the satisfaction 
of the Coast Guard by oral or written ex¬ 
amination and by actual demonstration 
that: 

(1) He has been trained in all the 
operations connected with the launching 
of lifeboats and life rafts and the use of 
oars and sails: 

(2) He is acquainted with the prac¬ 
tical handling of boats themselves; and, 

<3) He is capable of taking command 
of a boat’s crew. 

(b) The oral or written examination 
shall be conducted only in the English 
language and shall consist of questions 
regarding: 

(1) Lifeboats and life rafts, the names 
of thefr essential parts, and a description 
of the required equipment; 

(2) The clearing away, swinging out, 
and lowering of lifeboats and life rafts, 
the handling of lifeboats under oars and 
sails, including questions relative to the 
proper handling of a boat in a heavy sea; 
and, 

(3) The operation and functions of 
commonly used types of davits. 


(c) The practical examination shall 
consist of a demonstration of the appli¬ 
cant's ability to carry out the orders in¬ 
cident to launching lifeboats, and the use 
of the boat’s sail, and to row. 

(R. 8. 4405. 4417a. 4488. 4551, as amended, 
sec. 13. 38 Stat. 1169, as amended, secs. 1. 2. 
49 Stat. 1544, sec. 7, 49 Stat. 1936, sec. 1. 52 
Stat. 753. 55 Stat. 579; 46 U. S. C. 375, 391a, 
481, 643, 672. 367. 689, 672b, 672-1, 672-2) 

Dated: July 18,1957. 

TsealI A. C. Richmond, 

Vice Admiral, U . S . Coast Guard , 
Commandant. 

IF. R. Doc. 67-6069; Filed, July 24, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.| 


TITLE 47—TELECOMMUNI¬ 
CATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

[Rules Arndt. 15-9] 

(Docket No. 9288; FCC 57-790] 

Part 15— Incidental and Restricted 
Radiation Devices 

LOW POWER COMMUNICATION DEVICES 

In the matter of amendment of Part 15 
of the Commission’s rules governing re¬ 
stricted radiation devices concerning low 
power communication devices. 

1. On December 21, 1955, the Commis¬ 
sion, by a First Report and Order, 
adopted a revision of Part 15 of its rules 
which concerns the regulation of inci¬ 
dental and restricted radiation devices. 
The amendments included general rules 
applicable to the operation of all such 
devices as well as rules specifically appli¬ 
cable to radio receivers and to incidental 
radiation devices. The Commission 
stated that it would adopt rules appli¬ 
cable to other types of restricted radia¬ 
tion devices as soon as the problems in¬ 
volved were resolved. On July 11. 1956, 
the Commission, by a Second Report and 
Order, further revised Part 15 and pro¬ 
mulgated rules governing the radiation 
from Community Antenna Television 
Systems. On November 8, 1956, the 
Commission adopted a Third Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making concerning Low 
Power Communication Devices. 

2. A Low Power Communication Device 
is defined as a restricted radiation device, 
exclusive of those employing conducted 
or guided radio frequency techniques, 
used for the transmission of information 
by radiation of electromagnetic energy. 
Examples of such devices are wireless 
microphones, phonograph oscillators, 
radio controlled garage door openers and 
radio controlled models. 

3. The Commission proposed in its 
November 1956 Notice that low power 
communication devices be operated on 
frequencies below 1600 kc. In the band 
10-1600 kc. the proposal contained field 
strength limitations and, alternatively, 
power input and antenna length limits 
for the bands 160-190 kc and 510-1600 
kc. No comments directed to these par¬ 
ticular limitations have been received. 
Recently, however, additional radiation 
data were obtained for low power com¬ 
munication devices operating in the 
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band 510-1600 kc. The data indicate 
the advisability of reducing the power in 
order to further limit the area within 
which interference may occur. There¬ 
fore, the maximum allowable input 
power in the band 510-1600 kc has been 
reduced from 200 to 100 milliwatts as 
set forth in Section 15.204 of the ap¬ 
pended rules. 

4. The Commission also proposed that 
the frequency 27.12 Me 1 be available 
for the operation of low power commu¬ 
nication devices. Comment has been 
received objecting to the exclusion of all 
operating frequencies above 1600 kc 
except 27.12 Me. The Telectron- Com¬ 
pany points out in its comment that such 
action by the Commission will deprive 
the public of the simpliest, most eco¬ 
nomical and reliable form of radio con¬ 
trolled garage door opener. A consider¬ 
able number of such devices operate at 
VHP frequencies and radiate for very 
short periods of time. The Telectron 
Company manufactures such a device 
that operates on a frequency between 
230 and 310 Me. A door can be operated 
at distances up to 75 feet when the 
radiation is kept within the limits set 
forth in the Commission’s rules pertain¬ 
ing to radio receivers. The device is 
expected to operate on an average of 
only a few seconds per day. 

5. The Commission has reconsidered 
its proposal to restrict to 27.12 Me the 
operation of low power communication 
devices on frequencies above 1600 kc and 
has decided to provide for operations of 
short duration on frequencies above 70 
Me. provided the radiated field does not 
exceed the field that may be radiated on 
the same frequency by a receiver. A 
field limit is imposed rather than a power 
input for the following reasons. While 
a power input limitation provides a con¬ 
venient method of determining compli¬ 
ance with the rule, it is expected that a 
wide variety of devices will qualify for 
operation. Certain devices will operate 
with rather limited radiation efficiency, 
while for others the efficiency is expected 
to be quite high, even for physically 
small radiating elements. Thus, values 
of power input which would be required 
to obtain the permitted fields or to 
obtain proper operation of some devices 
would, if permitted in other devices, pro¬ 
duce excessive radiation which might be 
capable of causing harmful interference 
over a wide area, particularly if used 
in clear or high locations. While the 
radiation efficiency at 27.12 Me may also 
be fairly high for the specified length 
of the radiating element, the services 
which may be affected are already sub¬ 
ject to ISM interference and cannot 
rely on low values of field strength, or be 
as critical with regard to interference as 
the services above 70 Me. 

6 . The Port-O-Vox Company has ob¬ 
jected to the proposal to make the fre¬ 
quency 27.12 Me available for the use of 
low power communication devices oper¬ 
ating without an individual license. In 
its comments, Port-O-Vox alleges that 
unlicensed operation by untrained in¬ 
experienced persons on the frequency 


1 Center frequency of band 26.97-27.27 Me. 
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27.12 Me may prove harmful to the 
authorized radio services and our 
national defense and security programs. 

7. The Commission recognizes that in 
permitting operation without an indi¬ 
vidual license, the user must be required 
to take precautionary measures in order 
to minimize the likelihood of interference 
to the authorized radio services. Such 
precautions, in fact, constitute the foun¬ 
dation for the regulation of restricted 
radiation devices. The Commission be¬ 
lieves there is a need for permitting the 
use of the frequency 27.12 Me by low 
power communication devices in the 
manner set forth in its proposal. In ad¬ 
dition to satisfying this need, it is ex¬ 
pected that the added advantage of sur¬ 
veillance and control will be realized due 
to concentrating large groups of such 
devices about one frequency of the spec¬ 
trum. The advantages to be gained 
seem to overbalance the risks that might 
be involved. As a precautionary meas¬ 
ure, however, we have decided to further 
restrict operations on 27.12 Me by de¬ 
creasing the maximum allowable input 
power to 100 milliwatts and by limiting 
the size of the antenna that can be used. 
Further restrictions will be considered if 
future experience deems it necessary to 
do so. 

8 . In commenting on this proposal, a 
number of broadcasters have expressed 
concern that the Commission’s proposal 
to provide the frequency 27.12 Me for the 
operation of low power communication 
devices will preclude further licensing of 
wireless microphones as remote pickup 
broadcast stations under Part 4 of the 
rules and terminate further considera¬ 
tion of any amendment to Part 4 to 
make special provision for these low 
power devices. The Commission wishes 
to make it clear that the actions taken 
herein do not affect the present licensing 
policy under Part 4 of the Rules and are 
not to be construed as prejudicial to any 
action it may wish to take with respect 
to the special use of wireless microphones 
in connection with preparation for and 
production of broadcast programs under 
Part 4. 

9. The Commission has received com¬ 
ments concerning the Radar-Eye, a pro¬ 
tective alarm device. This device emits 
a continuous carrier at about 300 Me and 
sets up a standing wave pattern in the 
vicinity of the object to be protected. 
Movement of any person in this area 
disturbs the standing wave pattern and 
triggers an alarm in the Radar-Eye. 
The comment requested that provision 
be made for the operation of this device. 
However, the Commission considers this 
device to fall outside the scope of the 
regulations appended to this Order since 
the definition of low power communi¬ 
cations contained therein does not en¬ 
compass such detecting devices. 

10. In consideration of the high prob¬ 
ability of interference that can be ex¬ 
pected from low power communication 
devices which employ class B emission 
(damped waves) the Commission did not ’ 
provide the broad bands of frequencies 
that are required for such operation. In 
order to make the regulations clear in 
this respect, the appended rules include a 
provision that specifically prohibits the 


operation of low power communication 
devices that produce class B emissions. 

11. The American Telephone and Tele¬ 
graph Company has stated In its com¬ 
ments that restricted radiation devices 
should be regulated on the basis that no 
interference be caused and that fixed or 
arbitrary limitations upon power and 
field intensity should be applied only as 
criteria or guides. It suggests further 
that the responsibility for eliminating 
interference should be a cooperative 
matter between the user of the device 
and the authorized service being inter¬ 
fered with, taking into account the im¬ 
portance of each system at the time 
harmful interference is experienced and 
the ease and economy of improvement in 
design in each system to prevent the in¬ 
terference. Finally, AT&T argues that 
limiting the field strength without mak¬ 
ing allowance for the location in which 
the device is used would be unnecessarily 
restrictive. 

12. These comments of the AT & T are 
based upon a misunderstanding of the 
legal framework of Part 15 of the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules. For their suggestions of 
treating the maximum radiation limita¬ 
tions as norms and requiring a coopera¬ 
tive program of interference elimination 
between the owner of an interfering low 
power device and an interfered with 
licensed service, while appropriate for 
consideration in adopting rules for 
licensed services cannot, irrespective of 
their merits, be fitted into the framework 
of Part 15 of the rules, which relate to 
the conditions under which no license 
will be required under section 301 for 
the operation of radio transmitting de¬ 
vices. The fixed maxima of radiation 
for the various devices are the limits of 
radiation at which they can generally 
be expected to operate without becoming 
devices which by their interference po¬ 
tentialities affect interstate and foreign 
commerce. The additional requirement 
that they do not cause interference is in 
recognition of the fact that even at these 
extremely low radiation limits they will 
in some special circumstances cause in¬ 
terference and thus their continued un¬ 
licensed operation would be illegal under 
section 301. a Consequently, short of 
adopting a licensing scheme of a type 
which would clearly be infeasible and 
much more burdensome on the public, 
we must adhere to the principal ex¬ 
pressed throughout this part of the rules 
of determining on fixed radiation limits 
and superimposing thereon a non-inter¬ 
ference requirement. 

13. The Commission believes that the 
public interest will be served by adopting 
the rules set forth below governing Low 
Power Communication Devices. Author¬ 
ity for the adoption of the attached rules 
is contained in section 4 (i), 301 and 303 
(f) of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended. 


2 We recognize that for some devices, e. g., 
Incidental Radiation Devices, we have so far 
prescribed only the non-interference test. 
This is because for these devices, the Com¬ 
mission does not feel that it has adequate 
information as to what is the maximum 
radiation which wUl create an undue inter¬ 
ference hazard. 
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14. In view of the foregoing considera¬ 
tions. It is ordered , That effective August 
19, 1957, Part 15 of the Commission’s 
Rules and Regulations be amended as 
set forth below. 

(Sec. 4. 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U. S. C. 
154. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 48 Stat. 
1081, 1082; 47 U. S. C. 301, 303) 

Adopted: July 18, 1957. 

Released: July 19, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

Amend Part 15 as follows: 

1. Add the following definition to 
§ 15.4. 

(f) Low power communication device. 
A low power communication device 
is a restricted radiation device, exclu¬ 
sive of those employing conducted or 
guided radio frequency techniques, used 
for the transmission of signs, signals 
(including control signals), writing, im¬ 
ages and sounds or intelligence of any 
nature by radiation of electromagnetic 
energy. *. 

Examples: Wireless microphone, phono¬ 
graph oscillator, radio controlled garage door 
opener and radio controlled models. 

2. Add the following to Part 15 as Sub¬ 
part E: 

SUBPART E—LOW POWER COMMUNICATION 
DEVICES 

Sec. 

15.201 Frequencies of operation. 

15.202 Radiation limitation below 1600 kc. 

15.203 Alternative requirement for opera¬ 

tion on frequencies between 160 kc 
and 190 kc. 

15.204 Alternative requirement for opera¬ 

tion on frequencies between 510 
kc and 1600 kc. 

15.205 Operation in the frequency band 

26.97-27.27 Me. 

15.206 Operation above 70 Me. 

15.207 Class B emission prohibited. 

15.2C8 Certification requirements. 

15.209 Location of certificate. 

15.210 Interference from low power com¬ 

munication devices. 

§ 15.201 Frequencies of operation. 

(a) A low power communication device 
may be operated on any frequency in the 
bands 10-490 kc, 510-1600 kc and 26.97- 
27.27 Me. 

(b) Other frequencies above 70 Me 
may be used for operations of short dura¬ 
tion in accordance with the requirements 
set forth in § 15.206. 

§ 15.202 Radiation limitation below 
1600 kc. A low power communication de¬ 
vice which operates on any frequency 
between 10 and 490 kc or between 510 
and 1600 kc shall limit the radiation so 
that the field strength does not exceed 
the value specified in the following table: 


Frequency 

(kc) 

Distance 

(feel) 

Field 

strength 

(uv/m) 



2400 

KM90..... 

1,000 

F(kc) 



24000 

510-1600.-. 

100 

F(kc) 
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§ 15.203 Alternative requirement for 
operation on frequencies between 160 kc 
and 190 kc. In lieu of meeting the ra¬ 
diation limitation, stated in 5 15.202, a 
low power communication device operat¬ 
ing on a frequency between 160 and 190 
kc need only meet the following require¬ 
ments: 

(a) The power input to the final radio 
frequency stage (exclusive of filament 
or heater power) does not exceed one 
watt. 

<b) All emissions below 160 kc or 
above 190 kc are suppressed 20 db or 
more below the unmodulated carrier. 

(c) The total length of the transmis¬ 
sion line plus the antenna does not ex¬ 
ceed 50 feet. 

§ 15.204 Alternative requirement for 
operation on frequencies between 510 
and 1600 kc. In lieu of meeting the ra¬ 
diation limitation stated in $ 15.202, a low 
power communication device operating 
on a frequency between 510 and 1600 kc 
inclusive need only meet the following 
requirements: 

(a) The power input to the final radio 
stage (exclusive of filament or heater 
power) does not exceed 100 milliwatts. 

(b) The emissions below 510 kc or 
above 1600 kc are suppressed 20 db or 
more below the unmodulated carrier. 

(c) The total length of the transmis¬ 
sion line plus the antenna does not ex¬ 
ceed 10 feet. 

(d) Low power communication devices 
obtaining their power from the lines of 
public utility systems shall limit the 
radio frequency voltage appearing on 
each power line to 200 microvolts or 
less on any frequency from 510 kc to 
1600 kc. Measurements shall be made 
from each power line to ground both 
with the equipment grounded and with 
the equipment ungrounded. 

Note; One method of determining radio 
frequency voltage on the power line is de¬ 
scribed in "Military Specification for Inter¬ 
ference Measurement’* MIL-I-16910 (SHIPS) 
dated January 14. 1952, available from the 
Commanding Officer, Naval Supply Depot, 
Scotia 2, New York. Note that this proce¬ 
dure calls for grounding the equipment 
under test, whereas the Commission’s rules 
call for measurements both with the equip¬ 
ment grounded and with the equipment un¬ 
grounded. 

§ 15.205 Operation within the fre¬ 
quency band 26.97-27.27 Me. A low pow¬ 
er communication device may operate 
within the band 26.97-27.27 Me (27.12 
Me±150 kc) provided it complies with all 
of the following requirements: 

(a) The carrier of the device shall be 
maintained within the band 26.97-27.27 
Me. 

(b) All emissions, including modula¬ 
tion products, below 26.97 Me or above 
27.27 Me shall be suppressed 20 db or 
more below the unmodulated carrier. 

<c) The power input to the final radio 
stage (exclusive of filament or heater 
power) shall not exceed 100 milliwatts. 

(d) The antenna shall consist of a 
single element that does not exceed 5 
feet in length. 


§ 15.206 Operation above 70 Me. A 
low power communication device may be 
operated on any frequency above 70 Me. 
provided it complies with all of the fol¬ 
lowing conditions: 

(a) Operation is limited to one second 
duration and to occur not more than 
once in 30 seconds. 

(b) The radiated field on any frequen¬ 
cy from 70 Me to 1000 Me does not exceed 
the limits specified for receivers in 
§ 15.62. 

(c) The radiated field on any frequen¬ 
cy above 10C0 Me does not exceed 500 
microvolts per meter at a distance of 100 
feet. 

(d) The device is provided with means 
for automatically limiting operation 
within the time restrictions specified in 
this section. 

§ 15.207 Class B emission prohibited. 
Operation of low power communication 
devices that produce Class B emissions 
(damped waves) is prohibited. 

§ 15.208 Certification requirements. 
(a) No low power communication de¬ 
vice manufactured after January 1, 1958 
shall be operated without a station li¬ 
cense unless it has been certificated to 
demonstrate compliance with the re¬ 
quirements in this part. 

(b) The owner or operator need not 
certificate his own low pow er communi¬ 
cation device, if it has been certificated 
by the manufacturer or distributor. 

(c) Where certification is based on 
measurement of a prototype, a suffi¬ 
cient number of units shall be tested to 
assure that all production units comply 
w r ith the technical requirements of this 
subpart. 

(d) The certificate may be executed 
by a technician skilled in making and 
interpreting the measurements that are 
required to assure compliance with the 
requirements of this part. 

(e) The certificate shall contain the 
following information: 

(1) The operating conditions under 
which the device is intended to be used. 

(2) The antenna to be used with the 
device. 

(3) A statement certifying that the 
device can be expected to comply with 
the requirements of this subpart under 
the operating conditions specified in the 
certificate. 

(4) The month and year in which the 
device w r as manufactured. 

§ 15.209 Location of certificate. The 
certificate shall be permanently attached 
to the device and shall be readily visible 
for inspection. 

§ 15.210 Interference from low power 
communication devices. Notwithstand¬ 
ing the other requirements of this part, 
the operator of a low power communica¬ 
tion device, regardless of date of manu¬ 
facture, w T hich causes harmful interfer¬ 
ence to an authorized radio service, shall 
promptly stop operating the device until 
the harmful interference has been 
eliminated. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6076; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:51 a. m.J 











5898 

TITLE 49—TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter I—Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

[Ex Parte No. 52J 

Part 5—Divisions of Joint Rates 
Applicable to Railway Fuel 

FILING OF STATEMENTS OF DIVISIONS OF 
JOINT RATES APPLICABLE TO RAILWAY FUEL 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission held at its office in 
Washington, D. C.. on the 11th day of 
July A. D. 1957. 

The regulations governing the divi¬ 
sions of joint rates applicable to railway 
fuel being under consideration. 

And it appearing that by order dated 
December 22, 1915, the effectiveness of 
which was postponed by orders of Feb¬ 
ruary 11 and March 4, 1916, until May 
1, 1916, the Commission promulgated 
regulations requiring the filing with the 
Commission of division sheets or state¬ 
ments showing divisions of joint rates 
applicable to railway fuel coal and also, 
by order dated February 14, 1916, pro¬ 
mulgated regulations requiring the filing 
of division sheets or statements of divi¬ 
sions of joint rates applicable to railway 
fuel other than coal, by May 1, 1916. 
These orders also required the filing of 
amendments to or changes in divisions 
of such joint rates. 

It further appearing that the practices 
w r hich the filing of said division sheets 
was designed to correct can, under ex¬ 
isting conditions, be effectively con¬ 
trolled or policed if the said orders are 
modified to require the carriers to fur¬ 
nish only such division sheets and state¬ 
ments as may be hereafter requested by 
the Commission or a Bureau thereof for 
use by the Commission or the general 
public. 

And it further appearing that modifi¬ 
cation of the orders hereinafter provided 
being a relaxation of the regulations 
prescribed, rule making procedure under 
section 4 (a) of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act (5 U. S. C., § 1003) is deemed 
unnecessary. 

It is ordered. That the orders of De¬ 
cember 22, 1915, as amended by orders 
of February 11 and March 4, 1916, and 
the order of February 14. 1916, be and 
they are hereby, modified or further 
modified, as the case may be, to provide 
that carriers subject to the act, to regu¬ 
late commerce shall furnish upon request 
therefor by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission or any Bureau thereof, 
copies of division sheets or statements of 
divisons, including amendments thereto 
or changes therein, which in any wise 
affect or determine the division of joint 
rates applicable upon shipments of rail¬ 
way fuel coal and railway fuel other than 
coal, to which said carriers are a party. 

The Commission reserves the right, 
should such action be deemed necessary, 
to further modify this regulation by re¬ 
storing any or all regulations changed 
hereby, upon appropriate notice. 

It is further ordered, That 49 CFR Part 
5—Division of Joint Rates Applicable to 
Railway Fuel, be, and the same is hereby, 
revised by deleting in their entirety § 5.1 
and 5 5.2 and substituting in lieu thereof 
the following: 
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§ 5.1 Filing of Statements of divisions 
of joint rates applicable to railway fuel 
coal and railway fuel other than coal. 
Carriers subject to the act to regulate 
commerce shall furnish upon request 
therefor by the Interstate Commerce' 
Commission or any Bureau thereof, 
copies of division sheets or statements of 
divisions, including amendments thereto 
or changes therein, which in any wise 
affect or determine the division of joint 
rates applicable upon shipments of rail¬ 
way fuel coal and railway fuel other than 
coal, to which said carriers are a party. 

It is further ordered. That notice of 
this order be given to common carriers by 
rail subject to part I of the act by posting 
said copy in the office of the Secretary 
and filing a copy with the Director, Di¬ 
vision of the Federal Register. 

It is further ordered. That this order 
shall become effective September 3, 1957. 

(Sec. 12, 24 Stat. 383, as amended; 49 U. S. C. 
12 ) 

By the Commission. 

1 seal J Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6060; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.| 


TITLE 50—WILDLIFE 

Chapter I—Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior 

Part 31— Pacific Region 

Subpart—Camas National Wildlife 
Refuge, Idaho 

hunting 

Basis and purpose. Pursuant to the 
authority conferred upon me by 50 CFR 
18.11, and in accordance with subsection 
(a) of section 4 of the Migratory Bird 
Hunting Stamp Act as amended August 
12, 1949 (63 Stat. 600, 16 U. S. C. 718d 
(a)), I have determined that the hunting 
of migratory game birds may be permit¬ 
ted on portions of the Camas National 
Wildlife Refuge, Idaho, without interfer¬ 
ing with the primary purpose of the 
refuge. Accordingly, a new subpart and 
a centerhead note, reading as set forth 
above, are added, together with a new 
section, reading as follows: 

§ 31.31 Hunting of migratory game 
birds permitted. Migratory game birds 
may be taken on a portion or portions of 
the Camas National Wildlife Refuge in 
accordance with the Provisions of Part 
6 of this chapter within areas of the 
refuge designated as open to the hunting 
of migratory game birds each year by 
suitable posting by the refuge officer in 
charge, subject to the conditions and re¬ 
strictions in Parts 18 and 21 of this 
chapter: Provided, That hunting dogs, 
not to exceed two in number, may be 
used on such areas for the purpose of 
retrieving dead or wounded birds, but 
such dogs shall not be permitted to run 
at large on the public shooting grounds 
or elsewhere on the refuge. 

(8ec. 10. 45 Stat. 1224; 16 U. 8. C. 7151) 

Inasmuch as the foregoing amend¬ 
ments are relaxations of existing restric¬ 
tions applicable to the Camas National 
Wildlife Refuge, Idaho, notice and public 


procedure thereon are not required (60 
Stat. 237; 5 U. S. C. 1001, et seq.), and 
they shall become effective immediately 
upon publication in the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D. C., and dated 
July 19, 1957. 

D. H. JANZEN, 

Director , 
Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6074; Filed, July 24, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.) 


Part 31— Pacific Region 

Subpart—Red Rock Lakes Migratory 
Waterfowl Refuge, Montana 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

Basis and purpose. Pursuant to the 
authority conferred upon me by 50 CFR 
18.11, I have determined that hunting 
may be permitted on portions of the Red 
Rock Lakes Migratory Waterfowl Refuge, 
Montana, without interfering with the 
primary purpose of the area. According¬ 
ly, §§ 31.283, 31.284, 31.285, and 31.286 are 
deleted and §§31.281 and 31.282 are 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 31.281 Hunting of migratory game 
birds permitted. Migratory game birds 
(other than snow geese) may be taken in 
accordance with the provisions of Parts 
6,18, and 21 of this chapter within a por¬ 
tion or portions of the Red Rock Lakes 
Migratory Waterfowl Refuge each year 
on open areas designated by suitable 
posting by the refuge officer in charge: 
Provided, That hunting dogs, not to ex¬ 
ceed two in number, may be used for the 
purpose of retrieving dead or wounded 
birds, but such dogs may not be allowed 
to run at large on the public shooting 
grounds or elsewhere on the refuge. 

§ 31.282 Hunting of moose permitted. 
Moose may be taken on the Red Rock 
Lakes Migratory Waterfowl Refuge in 
such numbers and by such means as may 
be mutually determined by the Regional 
Director, Region I (Pacific Region), of 
the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wild¬ 
life and the Montana Fish and Game 
Commission after a joint annual survey 
of range conditions and census of the 
moose population on a portion or por¬ 
tions of the area designated as open to 
hunting by suitable posting by the refuge 
officer in charge and in accordance with 
the conditions and restrictions of Parts 
18 and 21 of this chapter. 

(Sec. 10. 45 Stat. 1224; 16 U. S. C. 7151) 

Inasmuch as the foregoing amend¬ 
ments are relaxations of existing restric¬ 
tions applicable to the Red Rock Lakes 
Migratory Waterfowl Refuge, notice and 
public procedure thereon are not re¬ 
quired (60 Stat. 237; 5 U. S. C. 1001, et 
seq.), and they shall become effective 
immediately upon pulication in the 
Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D. C., and dated 
July 19,1957. 

D. H. Janzen, 

. Director , 

Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6075; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:51 a. m.j 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Internal Revenue Service 
[ 26 CFR Parts 250, 251 1 

Liquors and Articles Prom Puerto Rico 

and the Virgin Islands; Importation 

of Distilled Spirits, Wines and Beer 

NOTICE OF PROFOSED RULE MAKING 

Notice Is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Administrative Procedure Act. approved 
June 11, 1946, that the regulations set 
forth below in tentative form are pro¬ 
posed to be prescribed by the Commis¬ 
sioner of Internal Revenue with the ap¬ 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury 
or his delegate. Prior to the final adop¬ 
tion of such regulations, consideration 
will be given to any data, views, or argu¬ 
ments pertaining thereto which are sub¬ 
mitted in writing, in duplicate, to the 
Director, Alcohol and Tobacco Tax Divi¬ 
sion, Internal Revenue Service, Washing¬ 
ton 25, D. C., within the period of 30 days 
from the date of publication of this no¬ 
tice in the Federal Register. The pro¬ 
posed regulations are to be issued under 
authority contained in section 7805 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (68A Stat. 
917; 26 U. S. C. 7805) . v 

[seal] Russell C. Harrington. 

Commissioner . 

In order to simplify the procedures for 
filing Form 1627A at the port of diversion 
where spirits are diverted to a port other 
than the specified port, and to provide 
for the destruction of unused red strip 
stamps abroad, it is proposed to amend 
26 CFR Parts 250 and 251 as follows: 

Paragraph 1. 26 CFR Part 250 is 
amended as follows: 

(A) Section 250.246 is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 250.246 Credit of red strip stamps 
against requisition where distilled spirits 
are diverted to other than specified ports . 
In the event of diversion of all or part 
of the spirits to a port or ports other 
than the port specified in Form 1627 
filed with the Form 428, the importer 
shall prepare a supplemental statement, 
in duplicate, on Form 1627A for each 
such port. He shall submit both copies 
to the collector of customs who approved 
the Form 428. who will, after execution, 
retain the copy and return the original 
to the importer. The importer or his 
agent will file the original with the ware¬ 
house or consumption entry at the des¬ 
ignated port of diversion. Diverted 
spirits may not be released from customs 
custody until either Form 1627A has been 
filed with the collector of customs at the 
port of diversion, or the collector of cus¬ 
toms who approved Form 428 has au¬ 
thorized such release. The collector of 
customs at the port of diversion will 
execute the original of Form 1627A to 
show the number and denomination of 
stamps shown by the usual customs ex¬ 
amination to have been attached to the 
containers, and transmit the Form 1627A 
to the collector of customs who approved 
the Form 428. The collector of customs 


who approved the requisition will credit 
the Form 428 accordingly, stamp on the 
copy of Form 1627A “Strip stamps cred¬ 
ited”, and send the copy to the importer 
who file;! the application. Such importer 
may then take credit for the stamps on 
Form 96. 

(68A Stat. 602; 26 U. S. C. 5008) 

Par. 2. 26 CFR Part 251 is amended as 
follows: 

(A) Section 251.87 is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 251.87 Credit of red strip stamps 
against requisition on diversion of spirits 
to other than specified port. In the 
event of diversion of all or part of the 
spirits to a port or ports other than the 
port specified in Form 1627 filed with 
the Form 428, the importer shall prepare 
a supplemental statement, in duplicate, 
on Form 1627A for each such port. He 
shall submit both copies to the collector 
of customs who approved the Form 428, 
who will, after execution, retain the copy 
and return the original to the importer. 
The importer or his agent will file the 
original with the warehouse or consump¬ 
tion entry at the designated port of di¬ 
version. Diverted spirits may not be 
released from customs custody until 
either Form 1627A has been filed with the 
collector of customs at the port of di¬ 
version, or the collector of customs who 
approved Form 428 has authorized such 
release. The collector of customs at the 
port of diversion will execute the original 
of Form 1627A to show the number and 
denomination of stamps shown by the 
usual customs examination to have been 
attached to the containers, and transmit 
the Form 1627A to the collector of cus¬ 
toms who approved the Form 428. The 
collector of customs who approved the 
requisition will credit the Form 428 ac¬ 
cordingly, stamp on the copy of Form 
1627A “Strip stamps credited”, and send- 
the copy to the importer who filed the 
application. Such importer may then 
take credit for the stamps on Form 96. 
(68A Stat. 602; 26 U. S. C. 5008) 

(B) By inserting a new section, read¬ 
ing as follows, immediately after 
§ 251.89: 

§ 251.89a Destruction of red strip 
stamps abroad. When for any reason a 
foreign bottler or exporter has on hand 
a quantity of red strip stamps which are 
not to be affixed to containers for export 
to the United States, and it is impractical 
to return such stamps to the importer 
from whom they were received, the col¬ 
lector of customs who approved the req¬ 
uisition, Form 428, may, on application 
(in triplicate) by the importer, authorize 
the destruction of the stamps abroad. 
The application shall show the denomi¬ 
nation, quantity, and serial numbers of 
the stamps, the name and address of the 
foreign bottler or exporter who has pos¬ 
session of the stamps, and the reasons 
why destruction abroad is requested. If 
the collector of customs approves the 
application for destruction he will re¬ 
turn the original and one copy of the 


application to the importer who will for¬ 
ward both to the foreign bottler or ex¬ 
porter abroad. On receipt of the ap¬ 
proved application, the stamps may be 
destroyed provided such destruction is 
under the supervision of a Foreign Serv¬ 
ice officer of the United States of Amer¬ 
ica, or of a Treasury Department officer 
stationed abroad, or of an excise official 
of the foreign. government concerned, 
and such officer certifies to the destruc¬ 
tion of the stamps on the approved ap¬ 
plication. After destruction, the original 
of the application bearing the required 
certificate of destruction will be returned, 
through the foreign bottler or exporter 
and the importer, to the collector of cus¬ 
toms. The collector of customs will 
credit the Form 428 accordingly, stamp 
on the copy of the application “Strip 
stamps credited”, and send the copy to 
the importer who filed the application. 
Such importer may then take credit for 
the stamps on Form 96. 

(68A Stat. 602; 26 U. S. C. 5008) 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6071; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:50 a. m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

[ 50 CFR Part 101 1 

Protection of the Commercial Fisheries 
of Alaska 

Pursuant to section 4 (a) of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act. approved 
June 11, 1946 (60 Stat. 232; 5 U. S. C. 
1003), and the authority contained in 
the act of June 6. 1924 (43 Stat 465; 48 
U. S. C. 221 et seq.) as amended and 
supplemented, and the act of August 12, 
1954 (68 Stat. 698; 16 U. S. C. 1021), 
notice is hereby given that the Secretary 
intends to take the following action: 

Adopt certain amended regulations 
permitting and governing the time, 
means, methods and extent of fishing 
for commercial fish in the w T aters of 
Alaska, and related matters. 

The foregoing amendments are to be¬ 
come effective about March 1, 1958 and, 
unless self-terminating, are to continue 
in effect until further notice. 

Interested persons are hereby given an 
opportunity to participate in considering 
changes in the regulations by presenting 
their views, data, or arguments in writing 
to the Director of the Bureau of Com¬ 
mercial Fisheries, Department of the In¬ 
terior, Washington 25, D. C., on or before 
November 22.1957, or by presenting their 
views at a series of open discussions 
scheduled to be held as follows; 

Dillingham, Alaska; October 7. 

Anchorage, Alaska; October 9. 

Homer, Alaska, October 10. 

Kodiak, Alaska; October 12. 

Cordova. Alaska; October 14. 

Juneau, Alaska; October 21. 

Sitka. Alaska; October 22. 

Yakutat, Alaska; October 23. 

Ketchikan, Alaska; October 24. 

Petersburg, Alaska; October 25. 

Seattle, Washington; November 13, 14 and 
15. 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


The hour and place of each meeting 
will be announced by the local represen¬ 
tative of the Bureau of Commercial 
Fisheries at the places indicated above. 

Fred A. Seaton, 
Secretary of the Interior . 

July 20,1957. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-6073; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:50 a. m ] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 52 ] 

United States Standards for Grades of 
Dried Currants 1 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

Notice is hereby given that the United 
States Department of Agriculture is con¬ 
sidering amendments to the United 
States Standards for Grades of Dried 
Currants (7 CFR 52.981-52.985), pur¬ 
suant to the authority contained in the 
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (60 
Stat. 1087 et seq., as amended; 7 U. S. C. 
1621 et seq.). The amendments as here¬ 
inafter set forth provide for (l)a change 
in the definition and terminology for 
“poorly developed, blowovers” to “unde¬ 
veloped, worthless 0 ; and (2) elimination 
of the definition and explanation of 
methods for ascertaining “moldy” cur¬ 
rants. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with the pro¬ 
posed amendments should file the same 
with the Chief, Processed Products 
Standardization and Inspection Branch, 
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Washing¬ 
ton 25, D. C., not later than 30 days 
after publication hereof in the Federal 
Register. 

The proposed amendments are as 
follows: 

1. Change the applicable paragraphs 
and subparagraphs of the indicated 
sections to read: 

a. Section 52.983 (a) (4): 

(4) Not more than 1 percent, by 
weight, of dried currants may be un¬ 
developed, worthless. 

b. Section 52.983 (b) (4): 

(4) Not more than 2 percent, by 
weight, of dried currants may be un¬ 
developed, worthless. 

c. Section 52.984 (c): 

(c) “Undeveloped, worthless” refers 
to extremely light currants that are 
lacking in sugary tissue indicating in¬ 
complete development; are completely 
shriveled and hard; possess fine wrinkles 
on smaller units and moderately deep 
wrinkles on slightly larger units; and 
are commonly referred to as “worthless.” 

2. In § 52.984, delete paragraph (f) 
and subparagraph (1) of paragraph (f) 


1 Compliance with the provisions of these 
standards shall not excuse failure to comply 
with the provisions of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 


in their entirety; renumber paragraph 
(g) as “(f)”; renumber (h) as “(g)”. 

3. In Table I, change left-hand cap¬ 
tion of “Poorly developed blowovers_ 

to “Undeveloped, worthless_”. 

4. In § 52.985 (work sheet) in left- 

hand column of captions, under “De¬ 
fects”, change words “Poorly developed, 
blowovers_” to “Undeveloped, worth¬ 
less_ 

(Sec. 205, 60 Stat. 1090, as amended; 7 U. S. C. 
1624) 

Dated: July 22, 1957. 

[sealI Frank E. Blood, 

Acting Deputy Administrator, 

Marketing Services. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6083; Filed, July 24, 1957; 
8:53 a. m.J 


[ 7 CFR Part 1010 1 

I Docket No. AO-276-A1J 

Milk in Wilmington, Del., Marketing 
Area 

HEARING ON PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO 
TENTATIVE APPROVED MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENT 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given of the opening of a public hearing 
to be held in the DuBarry Room of the 
duPont Hotel, 11th and Market Streets, 
Wilmington, Delaware, beginning at 9:30 
a. m., e. d. t., on July 29,1957. The hear¬ 
ing is called for the purpose of receiving 
evidence with respect to proposed amend¬ 
ments hereinafter set forth, or appro¬ 
priate modifications thereof, to the ten¬ 
tative marketing agreement heretofore 
approved by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and to the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the Wilmington, Delaware, 
marketing area. These proposed amend¬ 
ments have not received the approval of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 


Proposed by Inter-State Milk Pro¬ 
ducers Cooperative, Inc.: 

1. Amend § 1010.50 (a) by striking out 
the words “through August, 1957” con¬ 
tained therein. 

2. Amend the Class I price formula in 
§ 1010.50 (a) with respect to: 

(a) Adjusting the figures in the table 
entitled “Class I price schedule —Class 
I price per hundredweight” in § 1010.50 
(a) (6). 

(b) Replacing the seasonal adjust¬ 
ment factors now applied in § 1010.50 (a) 
(3). (4>. and (5). 

(c) Including a new subparagraph in 
§ 1010.50 (a) which will add a new com¬ 
ponent index representing changes in 
rates paid by farmers for hired labor. 

Proposed by the Wilmington Milk 
Dealers Association: 

3. Amend § 1010.50 by deleting all of 
the language of paragraph (a) preceding 
subparagraph (1), and substituting 
therefor the following: 

(a) Class I milk. For each month 
from the effective date of this order the 
price per hundredweight of Class I milk 
shall be the price computed pursuant to 
subparagraphs (1) through (6) of this 
paragraph: Provided , That in no event 
shall this price be any more or less than 
the announced price for Order 61 minus 
15 cents. 

Proposed by the Dairy Division: 

4. Make such other changes as may be 
required to make the marketing agree¬ 
ment and order in their entirety con¬ 
form with any amendment thereto that 
may result in this hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing and of 
the order, now in effect, may be procured 
from the Market Administrator, Fox 
Building, 12th Floor, 1612 Market Street, 
Philadelphia 3, Pennsylvania; or from 
the Hearing Clerk, Room 112, Adminis¬ 
tration Building, United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington 25, 
D. C., or may be there inspected. 

Issued at Washington, D. C., this 22d 
day of July 1957. 

[seal] F. R. Burke, 

Acting Deputy Administrator. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-6084; FUed. July 24, 1957; 

8:53 a. m.J 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

(Montana 024456] 

Montana 

ORDER PROVIDING FOR OPENING OF PUBLIC 
LANDS 

July 18.1957. 

In an exchange of lands made under 
the provisions of section 8 of the Act of 
June 28,1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as amended 
June 26. 1936 (49 Stat. 1976; 43 U. 6. C. 
315g), the following described lands have 
been reconveyed to the United States: 


Montana Principal Meridian 

T. 27 N.. R. 23 W., 

Sec. 6, lots 7 and 8. S&NE'/i 
T. 27 N.. R. 24 W.. 

Sec. 2, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4. 

The area described totals 282.52 acres 
of public lands. This land is located 15 
miles west of Kalispell, Montana, and two 
miles north of Marion. Montana. The 
tracts are approximately two miles from 
a county road. 

These tracts are located within the 
exterior boundaries of the Flathead 
National Forest, as established by proc¬ 
lamation dated March 2, 1907, and 
Executive Order 7082, June 22, 1935. 
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Minerals have been acquired by the 
United States by deed of October 19, 
1955. 

The above described lands shall be 
opened subject to valid existing rights 
and the requirements of applicable law, 
to such application, selections and loca¬ 
tions as are permitted on national forest 
lands, effective at 10:00 a. m., on July 18, 
1957. 

Persons claiming preference rights 
based upon valid settlement, statutory 
preference or equitable claims, must en¬ 
close properly corroborated statements 
in support of their applications, setting 
forth all facts relative to their claims. 
Detailed rules and regulations governing 
applications, which may be filed pur¬ 
suant to this notice, can be found in Title 
43 in the Code of Federal Regulations. 

These lands are not subject to the pro¬ 
visions of the Act of September 27, 1944 
(58 Stat. 747; 43 U. S. C. 279 through 
284), as amended, granting a preference 
right of application to veterans of World 
War n and others. 

Inquiries and applications concerning 
the above lands shall be addressed to the 
Manager, Land Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, 1245 North 29th Street, 
Billings, Montana. 

R. D. Nielson, 
State Supervisor . 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6050; Filed. July 24. 1957; 

8:45 a. m.J 


[Montana 024456J 
Montana 

ORDER PROVIDING FOR OPENING OF PUBLIC 
LANDS 

July 18, 1957. 

1. In an exchange made under the 
provisions of section 8 of the Act of June 
28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1272), as amended by 
section 3 of the Act of June 26, 1936 (49 
Stat. 1976), the following described lands 
have been reconveyed to the United 
States; 

Montana Principal Meridian 

T. 36 N.. R. 30 E., 

Sec. 19. lots 1. 2. E«/ 2 NW^. 

2. The area described above totals 
145.92 acres of lands. This tract is lo¬ 
cated 9 miles north of Loring, Montana. 
It has rolling terrain supporting an aver¬ 
age stand of native grasses, with no tim¬ 
ber or water. The soil is medium to shal¬ 
low depth loam of glacial origin. The 
tract is not suitable for crop production, 
due to its rolling surface, and will not be 
classified as suitable for disposal under 
the homestead or desert land laws. 

All minerals are reserved to the former 
owners of the land. 

3. No applications for these lands will 
be allowed under the homestead, desert 
land, small tract, or other non-mineral 
public land law, unless the lands have al¬ 
ready been classified as valuable or suit¬ 
able for such type of application or shall 
be so classified upon consideration of an 
application. Any application that is filed 
will be considered on its merits. The 
lands will not be subject to occupancy or 
disposition until they have been classified. 

4. Subject to any existing rights and 
the requirements of applicable laws, the 


lands described in paragraph 1 above, 
are hereby opened to filing of applica¬ 
tions and selections in accordance with 
the following: 

(a) Applications and selections under 
the non-mineral public land laws on the 
lands described in paragraph 1 above, 
may be presented to the Land Office 
Manager, beginning on the date of this 
order. Such applications and selections 
will be considered as filed on the hour and 
respective dates shown for the various 
classes enumerated in the following 
paragraphs: 

(1) Applications by persons having 
prior existing valid settlement rights, 
preference rights conferred by existing 
laws, or equitable claims subject to allow¬ 
ance and confirmation will be adjudi¬ 
cated on the facts presented in support 
of each claim or right. All applications 
presented by persons other than those 
referred to in this paragraph will be sub¬ 
ject to the applications and claims men¬ 
tioned in this paragraph. 

<2) All valid applications by qualified 
veterans of World War II or of the 
Korean Conflict, and by others entitled 
to preference rights under the Act of 
September 27, 1944 (58 Stat. 747), 43 
U. S. C. 279-284, as amended), presented 
prior to 10:00 a. m. on August 23, 1957, 
will be considered as simultaneously filed 
at that hour. Rights under such prefer¬ 
ence right applications filed after that 
hour and before 10:00 a. m. on November 
21, 1957, will be governed by the time of 
filing. 

(3) All valid applications and selec¬ 
tions under the non-mineral public land 
laws, other than those coming under 
paragraphs (1) and (2) above, presented 
prior to 10:00 a. m. on November 21,1957, 
will be considered simultaneously filed at 
that hour. 

5. Persons claiming veterans* prefer¬ 
ence rights under paragraph (2) must 
enclose with their applications proper 
evidence of military or naval service, 
preferably a complete photocopy of the 
certificate of honorable discharge. Per¬ 
sons claiming preference rights based 
up on valid settlement, statutory prefer¬ 
ence, or equitable claims must enclose 
properly corroborated statements in sup¬ 
port of their applications, setting forth 
all facts relevant to their claims. De¬ 
tailed rules and regulations governing 
applications, which may be filed pursuant 
to this notice, can be found in Title 43 
of the Code of Federal Regulations. 

6 . Inquiries regarding the lands shall 
be addressed to the Manager, Land Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, Billings, 
Montana. 

R. D. Nielson, 
State Supervisor . 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6051; Piled. July 24, 1957; 

8:45 a. m.J 


[Oregon 03945] 

OREGON 

notice of hearing on proposed 

WITHDRAWAL OF PUBLIC LAND 

July 16, 1957. 

Notice is hereby given that a public 
hearing will be held beginning 10:00 


a. m., Friday. August 23. 1957, in Room 
216, Pacific Power and Light Building, 
119 East Second Street, The Dalles, Ore¬ 
gon. The subject of the hearing will be 
the withdrawal and reservation of public 
land adjacent to the Deschutes River, in 
Sherman and Wasco Counties, proposed 
by the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service in cooperation with the Oregon 
State Game Commission. 

The proposal would withdraw, subject 
to valid existing rights, the public lands 
hereafter described from all forms of 
appropriation under the public land 
laws, including the general mining laws, 
except leasing under the mineral leasing 
laws and leasing under section 15 of the 
Taylor Grazing Act. 

The proposed withdrawal and reser¬ 
vation would retain in public ownership 
the land described below for the purpose 
of providing access for the public to fish 
in the Deschutes River, as set forth in the 
Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and Res¬ 
ervation of Lands, Oregon 03945, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Jan¬ 
uary 27, 1956, Volume 21, page 613. 

The lands are described as follows: 

Willamette Meridian, Oregon 

T.3S..R. 14 E.. 

Sec. 13. SW>4SW»4NE)4, E«/ 2 SWViNW>4, 
SW y 4 SW *4 N W l / 4 . SE»4NWV4. N«/ 2 N >/ 2 

sw y 4 , sw»4Nw^sw>4, n»/ 2 se|4; 

Sec. 14. Et/ 2 SE%,E&SW*/ 4 SEV 4 : 

Sec. 23 . W&EVaNEVi, E>/ 2 W‘/ 2 NEV 4 . SW *4 
SW >/ 4 NE >/ 4 , E y 2 NE % SW y 4 , se y 4 sw y 4 , 
nw>/ 4 ne»/ 4 se> 4 , WftSBfc; 

Sec. 35. W «/ 2 E y 2 NE »/ 4 . SW V4 NE %. 

T 2 S R 15 E 

£ec.’ 13, 8 12 NE V4 SW V4 , SE«/ 4 NW 1 / ;SW'/ 4 , 
S'/aSW^.SW&SEft; 

Sec. 23. E»/ 2 SW>4NE*4. SW>/ 4 SW*4NE!4, 

se»4Nev4. e y 2 ne y 4 sw y 4 , n y 2 ne y 4 se y 4 , 
sw*/ 4 nev 4 se>/ 4 , nw!4SE»/ 4 , n y 2 sw*4 
se y 4 , s w y 4 s w y 4 se y 4 ; 

Sec. 24. N»/ 2 NW»/ 4 NEy 4 , NW^NWVi. N«4 

swy 4 Nw%, s w y 4 sw % nw *4; 

Sec. 26. EVaNWy 4 , NE>/4SW«4. SWV4SW%, 
n % se »/ 4 s w y 4 . s w y 4 se y 4 s w y 4 ; 

Sec. 27. SEftSW^SW^, SE^SWft, Sft 

nw y 4 se y 4 . s w y 4 se y 4 ; 

Sec. 33. SV^SE^; 

Sec. 34. SW x / 4 SWV 4 NE y 4 , E'/ 2 NWV 4 . E >/ 2 
wpw'/ 4l E»/ 2 SW»/ 4 , E»/ 2 NWViSW»/ 4 , 
SW^SWVi, W* 4 NW*/ 4 SE* 4 , NW» 4 SW »/ 4 
SEy 4 . 

T. 3S..R. 15 E.. 

sec. 3. sw y 4 s w y 4 nw y 4 , w vi w y 2 sw y 4 ; 

Sec. 4. Lots 1 and 2, NViSW^NEft, SE*4 

nev 4» s y 2 sw 14 nw y 4 , sw y 4 se*4nw y 4 , 
sw*/ 4 . ei/ 2 ne> /4 sei4. SWV4NW14SE14, 

S»/ 2 SE>4; 

Sec. 5. SE«4SE»4NE&, NEV4SE%. N»/ 2 SE*4 

se> 4 .se» 4 SEV 4 SEV 4 : 

Sec. 7. E 20 acres of lot 4. SW«4SEy 4 NE«4, 

s y 2 sw 14 ne V4. ev 2 ne>4sw»/ 4 , sw>/ 4 ne‘/ 4 

SW&, SE»/ 4 SW»/4. NVfeSE>4, E>/ 2 SE>4 
SE 14 ; 

Sec. 8 . SW*4NW*4SW\\, W»/ 2 SW* 4 SWV 4 , 

e y 2 se ‘4 se y 4 , sw y 4 se «/ 4 se y 4 ; 

Sec. 9, E»/ 2 NWy 4 . E»/ 2 Wy 2 NW>/ 4 . NW»/ 4 NE*4 

sw»/ 4 . Nwy;sw!4. n»/ 2 sw»/ 4 sw»4. swv; 

SW»4SWV4: 

Sec. 17. NE y 4 NE %, S»/ 2 NWV 4 NE»4, S^N»4, 

n >4 s w y 4 . n y 2 ne 14 se y 4 . nw >4 se y 4 ; 

Sec. 18, E 20 acres of lot 1, lot 2, lot 3. NE*/ 4 
NEy 4 , NViSE»4NEV4. SE* 4 SE> 4 NEy 4 . W >/ 2 
NE^NWft, NWV 4 SE x / 4 NW x / 4 , NEftNEft 
SEi/ 4 . 

T. 1 S.,R. 10 E.. 

Sec. 4, Lot 3. W'/ 2 SEV4NWV4. NW^NEft 
SW*/ 4 ; 

Sec. 5. SE»4NW«4SEV4, SWV 4 SE 14 ; 

Sec. 8 . SWy 4 NE»/ 4 NEV 4 , SE>/ 4 NE>/ 4 , EV 2 NE*4 

nw»/ 4 . ne y 4 se y 4 nw y 4 , nw^se‘ 4 , e y 2 

SW V 4 SE y 4 ; 
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NOTICES 


Sec. 20, W^E’iNE’4, N^NW%SE>4, SW& 
NW*/ 4 SE»4; 

See. 30. SE 10 acres lots 3. E 20 acres lot 4, 

NWUNE’4. WftSWftNEK. 

W «/ 2 NW % SE %, NW V4 SW % SE %; 

See. 31, E 20 acres lot 1, E 20 acres lot 2, 
SEViNWVi. N»4NE>/ 4 SWy 4 . SEV 4 NE»/ 4 
swy 4 . WV 2 NE>/ 4 SE*/ 4 . SE«4NE>/ 4 SEV 4 , 
NWV4SE14. NVaSWy 4 SE«4. SEUSW& 
SE %, SE y 4 SE %; 

Sec. 32, W *4 SW * 4 SWVi, SE y 4 SW % SW y 4 . 

T. 2 S.. B. 16 E.. 

S 2 C. 5. Lot 4. NW^SW^NW^; 

Sec. 6. Lots 1 and 2. S 20 acres of lot 3, 
sy 2 NE»4. sei4Nw»/ 4 , E«/iswy 4 , ne^ 
NWV4SEV4. w^w^se>/ 4 ; 

Sec. 7. E 20 acres lot 1, E 20 acres lot 2, 
E 20 acres lot 3. lot 4, NE»,4NW»4. N y 2 

sE»/ 4 N\vv; f sw y 4 se y 4 n w ! / 4 , w>/ 2 e^ 

swy 4 : 

Sec. 18. Lots 1 and 2. W»,4Ei/ 2 WVi; 

Sec. 19. Lot 1. NWViNE&NWVi. 

The above described lands total 5,017.92 
acres. 

The hearing will be open to attendance 
of opponents to the withdrawal who may 
state their views and to proponents of the 
withdrawal who may explain its purpose, 
intent, and extent; and to all interested 
persons who desire to be heard on the 
subject. Those who desire to be heard 
in person at the hearing and those who 
desire to submit written statements 
should file notice thereof not later than 
August 20, 1957. with the State Super¬ 
visor, Bureau of Land Management, P. O. 
Box 3861, 1001 N. E. Lloyd Boulevard, 
Portland 8, Oregon. 

Virgil T. Heath, 
State Supervisor. 

July 16,1957. 

IP. R. Doc. 57-6052; Piled, July 24, 1957; 

8:45 a. m.j 


Alaska 

PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND RESERVATION OF 
LAND FOR BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
AMENDED 

Notice of the proposed withdrawal and 
reservation of land in the Bureau of 
Land Management in the Anchorage, 
Alaska, area, was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, June 19. 1957, Volume 22, 
Number 118, Page 4327. The area em¬ 
braced by this application, which is iden¬ 
tified by the serial number, Anchorage 
033091, was in error and is hereby cor¬ 
rected to read as follows; 

Anchor River Area 

SEWARD MERIDIAN 

T. 5S..R. 14 W.. 

Sec. 20. SW y 4 NW l / 4 SW x / 4 , W^6E»/ 4 NW*4 
SW K. 

T. 5 S.. R. 15 W., 

Sec. 10. W % S W x /i SE % NW x / 4 , NW»4SEV4 

se»4Nw»4. ne y 4 sw y 4 se y 4 nw %. 

82 c. 13. n^se^sev;. sw y 4 se y 4 ne y 4 , 

sw y 4 ne % ne y 4 se y 4 , nw v; ne^se y 4 , 

SfcHBfcSEK. 

Aggregating 87.5 acres. 

L. T. Main, 

Operations Supervisor. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-6053; Piled, July 24, 1957; 
8:46 a. m.j 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Office of the Secretary 

[Treasury Department Order No. 177-14] 

Fiscal Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury 

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO MAKE CERTAIN 
LOANS TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

By virtue of the authority vested in me 
by Reorganization Plan No. 26 of 1950 
there is hereby transferred to the Fiscal 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury the 
function of making loans pursuant to the 
Act of June 2, 1950, 64 Stat. 195, as 
amended by the District of Columbia 
Public Works Act of 1954, 68 Stat. 103, 
to the Board of Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia for the expansion of 
the District of Columbia water system at 
rates of interest fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in accordance with section 
2 (d) of the amended act. 

Dated: July 19,1957. 

[seal] W. Randolph Burgess, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6070; Piled. July 24, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 10968, etc.; PCC 57M-707] 
Great Lakes Television, Inc., et al. 
order scheduling hearing conference 

In re applications of Great Lakes 
Television, Inc., Buffalo, New York; 
Docket No. 10968, File No. BPCT- 
1812; Leon Wyszatycki, d/b as Greater 
Erie Broadcasting Company, Buffalo, 
New York; Docket No. 10969, File No. 
BPCT-1827; WKRW-TV. Inc., Buffalo, 
New York; Docket No. 10970, File No. 
BPCT-1841; for construction permits for 
new television stations. 

It is ordered , This 19th day of July 
1957. that a hearing conference in the 
above-entitled proceeding will be held 
in the offices of the Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D. C., commencing at 10:00 a. m., 
Tuesday, July 23, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6077; Filed. July 24. 1957; 
8:51 a. m.j 


(Docket Nos. 11786, 11787; FCC 57M-709] 

West Shore Broadcasting Co. and 
Westport Broadcasting Co. 

ORDER SCHEDULING HEARING 

In re applications of Samuel Babbit, 
Saul Dresner. Leonard Wechsler, Alfred 
Dresner, Fred Schottland and Robert 
Gessner, d/b as West Shore Broadcasting 
Company, Beacon, New York; Docket No. 
11786, File No. BP-9821; The Westport 
Broadcasting Company, Westport, Con¬ 
necticut; Docket No. 11787, File No. 
BP-9972; for construction permits. 


It is ordered. This 19th day of July 
1957, on the Hearing Examiner s own 
motion, that the further conference now 
in indefinite continuance is rescheduled 
for Tuesday, September 3, 1957, at 10:00 
a. m., and that the evidentiary hearing 
also now in indefinite continuance is re¬ 
scheduled for Tuesday, September 24, 
1957, at 10:00 a. m., in the offices of the 
Commission, Washington, D. C. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6078; Piled, July 24, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.j 


| Docket Nos. 11880. 11881; FCC 57-771] 

Birney Imes, Jr. (WMOX) and Missis¬ 
sippi Broadcasting Co. 

memorandum opinion and order 
amending issues 

In re applications of Birney Imes, Jr. 
(WMOX), Meridian, Mississippi; Docket 
No. 11880, File No. BP-10163; Missis¬ 
sippi Broadcasting Company, Carthage, 
Mississippi; Docket No. 11881, File No. 
BP-10637; for construction permits. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration (1) a petition to enlarge 
issues filed December 28, 1956, by Birney 
Imes. Jr., licensee of Station WMOX, 
Meridian, Mississippi; (2) a reply to sub¬ 
ject petition filed January 22, 1957, by 
the Commission’s Broadcast Bureau; (3) 
an opposition to subject petition filed 
January 29, 1957 by Mississippi Broad¬ 
casting Company; and (4) a reply by 
Birney Imes, Jr., filed February 5, 1957. 

2. The hearing issues in the above- 
entitled proceeding, among others, now 
state: 

4. To determine, in light of section 307 
(b) of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended, whether a grant of the Car¬ 
thage. Mississippi proposal or one of the 
Meridian. Mississippi proposals, herein, 
would better provide a fair, efficient and 
equitable distribution of radio service. 

5. To determine, in the event that one 
of the Meridian, Mississippi, proposals is 
favored under Issue 4. which of the oper¬ 
ations proposed by the Southern Tele¬ 
vision Corporation and Birney Imes, Jr. 
for Meridian, Mississippi, would better 
serve the public interest in the light of 
the evidence adduced under the fore¬ 
going issues and record made with 
respect to the significant differences 
between the two applicants as to: 

(a) The background and experience of 
each of said applicants to own and oper¬ 
ate its station as proposed. 

(b) The proposals of each of said ap¬ 
plicants with respect to the management 
and operation thereof. 

(c) The programming service pro¬ 
posed in each of said applications. 

3. On April 8, 1957. Southern Tele¬ 
vision Corporation’s application was dis¬ 
missed. The effect of this with respect 
to the issues as they now stand is to 
eliminate entirely any need for the in- 
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troduction of evidence under Issue 5. 1 
Because the Southern dismissal occurred 
after Imes’ petition to enlarge was filed, 
the ensuing discussion will attempt to 
take the dismissal into account. 

4. Imes’ basic contention was that the 
hearing issues, in providing for a com¬ 
parison on the usual criteria only with 
respect to the two Meridian applications 
in the event the 307 (b) issue was re¬ 
solved in favor of Meridian, established 
a procedure which conflicts with the 
Supreme Court decision in FCC v. Allen¬ 
town Broadcasting Company, 349 U. S. 
358, 99L. Ed. 1147. Imes urged that the 
issues be modified to permit the usual 
comparison of all three applicants. The 
effect of Southern Television dismissal 
upon the Imes petition can be viewed in 
two ways. It can be said that the elim¬ 
ination of the need for any evidence un¬ 
der Issue 5 has rendered the petition 
moot because that which Imes com¬ 
plained of, a comparison between the 
two Meridian applicants rather than be¬ 
tween all three applicants, has been 
eliminated. However, viewing the peti¬ 
tion in its entirety, the Commission be¬ 
lieves that one of Imes’ basic purposes 
was to have his application judged on 
the usual comparative issues as well as 
the 307 (b) basis. This is made clear 
by some of the arguments which will be 
mentioned subsequently. For this 
reason, we shall attempt to analyze the 
petition in the light of the changed cir¬ 
cumstances and with Imes* basic intent 
in mind. 

5. Imes’ interpretation of the Allen¬ 
town case, supra, is the key to the peti¬ 
tion to enlarge. While conceding that 
the Supreme Court held that the Com¬ 
mission could give controlling impor¬ 
tance to the choice of local service prin¬ 
ciple, Imes urges that the Court did not 
go so far as to say that this would be 
done without having a record made on 
the other factors as well. Petitioner’s 
position is best explained by the follow¬ 
ing excerpt from the petition to enlarge: 

We believe the Supreme Court charted a 
middle course between the holding of the 
Court of Appeals and the position urged by 
the Commission. It did not go along with 
the lower court In holding that section 307 
(b) is only one of several equal factors to be 
weighed by the Commission. The Supreme 
Court agreed with the Commission that 
whether or not the other factors were found 
to be equal, the Commission could within its 
discretion hold that, on the record before It, 
the choice-of-local-service principle out¬ 
weighed all other factors. But we do not 
believe that the Supreme Court went as far 
as the Commission when it holds that in a 
section 307 (b) case it is not even required 
to admit evidence on non-engineering 
factors—that it can make up its mind in 
advance that it is inconceivable that any 
non-engineering evidence could have any 
bearing on the ultimate decision. The re¬ 
peated references in the opinion to the type 
of hearing held and the findings made show 
clearly that the Supreme Court believed that 
before a decision is made, the parties must 
be given an opportunity to make a complete 
record on all aspects of the case. Once such 
a hearing is held the Commission has wide 
latitude in deciding that one or several con¬ 
siderations are entitled to superior or even 


‘The dismissal also has the effect of ren¬ 
dering unnecessary any consideration of 
Southern’s petition filed December 28. 1956. 


controlling weight, but It must permit the 
parties to make a complete showing. 

6 . Petitioner illustrates with two non¬ 
engineering factors the alleged impor¬ 
tance of obtaining a complete record. He 
contends that a grant of an application 
for Meridian will result in a very sub¬ 
stantial portion of the population now 
receiving broadcast service of WCOC re¬ 
ceiving a second primary service, and 
that a healthier competitive situation 
will be created in Meridian by the addi¬ 
tion of a second high power facility. 
However, states petitioner, if the Car¬ 
thage application is granted, a small 
community will receive its first station, 
but the grant will go to an applicant 
which already has a powerful facility in 
Meridian and will result in a substantial 
duplication of service area between 
WCOC and the proposed Carthage sta¬ 
tion. A second factor is the staffing 
plans of the Carthage station consisting 
of four people and the operating budget 
of $17,265 which, petitioner contends, 
are not adequate to provide live pro¬ 
gramming proposed for 43 percent of the 
time and wire programming for 15 per¬ 
cent of the time during the proposed 12 
hours a day operation, seven days a week. 

7. As an alternative to the foregoing, 
Imes, requests that the finding in the 
designation order that Mississippi Broad¬ 
casting Company is “technically • ♦ ♦ 
and otherwise qualified” be deleted and 
an issue be added which reads as follows: 

To determine whether Mississippi Broadcast¬ 
ing Company in view of its proposals as to 
staff and operating expenses is technically 
and otherwise qualified to operate its station 
in the manner proposed by its application. 

8 . In reply to the petition, the Com¬ 
mission’s Broadcast Bureau argues that 
the petitioner's contention is exactly the 
opposite of the Court’s holding in the 
Allentown case. The Bureau contends 
that the Court supported the Commis¬ 
sion’s view that it must first determine 
which community has the greater need 
for additional service and then determine 
which applicant can best serve that com- 
muntiy need. Since neither of the Me¬ 
ridian applicants would render primary 
service to Carthage, nor would the Car¬ 
thage applicant furnish primary service 
to Meridian, the Bureau maintains that, 
if it were decided that Carthage was the 
community of greater need, then the 
Carthage applicant would better serve 
this community, provided that it shows 
that it is qualified to and will establish a 
local outlet in Carthage: and conversely, 
if Meridian should be the community of 
greater need, then the Meridian appli¬ 
cant would better serve that need. The 
Bureau submits that a comparison of the 
significant differences between the Car¬ 
thage applicant and the Meridian appli¬ 
cant is unnecessary. 

9. With respect to the other matters 
raised by the petitioner (paragraph 6, 
supra), the Bureau states that no claim 
is made that the overlap involved would 
disqualify the applicant, and, in the 
absence of disqualification, the only pur¬ 
pose that could be served by the addition 
of a multiple ownership issue would be 
for comparative purposes which, the Bu¬ 
reau asserts, is not warranted. As to the 
staffing plans for the Carthage station. 


the Bureau believes that the facts as 
alleged by petitioner raise a serious ques¬ 
tion as to whether, in the light of the 
programming which it has proposed and 
the limited staff with which it proposes 
to effectuate such programming, Missis¬ 
sippi Broadcasting Company would be 
qualified to provide the outlet for local 
self-expression in Carthage. Mississippi, 
which it proposes and whether the pro¬ 
posed station would serve as such an out¬ 
let. The Bureau contends that, in the 
event that the facts as developed on the 
record should fail to sustain the value of 
the Mississippi proposal as a local outlet 
for Carthage, it believes that the Com¬ 
mission would be justified in denying its 
application irrespective of a showing of 
the existence of greater need for a first 
station in Carthage than for an improve¬ 
ment of the facilities of an existing sta¬ 
tion in Meridian, notwithstanding that it 
may be found that Mississippi is tech¬ 
nically qualified to construct and operate 
its station as proposed. 

10. In opposition to the petition, Mis¬ 
sissippi Broadcasting Company concurs 
with the Broadcast Bureau’s interpreta¬ 
tion of the Allentown case. As to the 
staffing plans for its Carthage station, 
Mississippi now states that in addition 
to the one first-class engineer (radio 
operator) all announcers will have a 
third-class radio operator license so that 
they can also operate the transmitter 
when they are on duty, and that the 
first-class engineer-announcer, who will 
serve 36 hours as announcer, will be 
available for maintenance work at all 
times and will be paid overtime rates for 
any and all hours over 40. Mississippi 
also states that, with the salesman also 
doubling as an announcer and with other 
employees as announcers, the station 
manager will be freed to concentrate on 
programming; and that the Carthage 
station will have available the expert 
experience of the chief engineer of Sta¬ 
tion WCOC whenever a need for his 
services arises. 

11. The Allentown decision does not 
require enlargement of the issues. On 
several occasions since the Supreme 
Court announced its opinion in that case, 
the Commission has stated the policy 
which would be adhered to consistent 
with the rationale of that case insofar 
as it related to the application of section 
307 <b) of the act. In Courier-Times, 
13 RR 1292, 1294, where a request was 
made for inclusion of a programming 
issue, we refused to enlarge the issues 
for the reason that where a 307 (b) de¬ 
termination had to be made, “a compari¬ 
son of programming proposals or other 
comparative qualifications . . . would be 
completely unnecessary as long as basic 
requirements of the Commission have 
been met” (Ibid., p. 1295). The Com¬ 
mission ruled in like manner in Southern 
Indiana Broadcasters, 14 RR 117, 119. A 
somewhat fuller discussion of the prob¬ 
lem in slightly different circumstances is 
contained in our recent decision in Mer¬ 
cer Broadcasting Co., et al., 22 FCC 1009, 
1027 et seq., 13 RR 891, 911 et seq. There, 
although comparative issues were in¬ 
cluded in the designation order, the 
Commission ruled that the Examiner did 
not err in omitting findings and conclu- 
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sions under these issues since the case 
was properly disposed of on 307 (b) con¬ 
siderations. citing Allentown, supra.* * 
The instant petition filed by Imes pre¬ 
sents no facts which indicate the neces¬ 
sity for deviating from the above 
described policy for it is clear that the 
decisive question in this proceeding is 
which community, Carthage or Merid¬ 
ian, has the greater need for the service 
proposed for it. There is no allegation 
that one or the other applicant will serve 
the city of the other. Whether or not 
either of the towns is in fact a “commu- 
nity”, as that term is used in section 307 
(b). is a question which is not presented 
here. Therefore, were we to enlarge the 
issues to allow the comparative showing 
urged by Imes, additional hearing time 
would be consumed solely for the purpose 
of taking evidence which is unnecessary 
to a decision and upon which no findings 
or conclusions need be based. The Com¬ 
mission is unablfe to find any language in 
Allentown, supra, on the basis of which 
it can be said that evidence on the com¬ 
parative qualifications of the applicants 
must be taken before it may be decided 
that such evidence is unnecessary in view 
of the requirements of section 307 (b). 
For these reasons, the petition to enlarge 
issues to permit a comparison of the 
applicants will be denied.* 

12. It is our opinion that the petitioner 
has made a reasonable showing as to the 
deficiency in the staffing plans of the pro¬ 
posed Carthage station and that enlarge¬ 
ment of issues in this respect is justified. 
Moreover, we note in this connection that 
the Carthage station proposes to operate 
with a directional antenna system. The 
Commission’s Rules (§§3.93 and 3.66) 
require that a first-class radio operator 
shall be in actual charge and shall be on 
duty at the transmitter location when a 
directional antenna system is involved. 
However, Mississippi proposes to employ 
only one first class operator as set forth 
in paragraph 10 above. 

Accordingly. It is ordered , This 18th 
day of July 1957, that the above-entitled 
petition of Bimey Imes, Jr. to enlarge the 
issues is granted insofar as it requests an 
issue inquiring into the staffing plans of 
Mississippi Broadcasting Company, and 
in all other respects, the petition is 
denied. 

It is further ordered , That, in view of 
the recent dismissal of the application of 
Southern Television Corporation, Meri¬ 
dian. Mississippi, the hearing issues are 
modified to bring the issues current with 
the present situation, and the hearing 
issues are enlarged as follows: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which w'ould receive primary serv¬ 
ice from the operation proposed by the 
Mississippi Broadcasting Company, and 
the availability of other primary service 
to such areas and population. 

2. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which may be expected to gain or 


’Inclusion of the standard comparative 
Issue in 307 (b) cases was the practice until 
the Supreme Court's decision in Allentown 
made It clear that this was unnecessary. 

*It goes without saying that in the ab¬ 
sence of enlargement of the issues, evidence 
with respect to the comparative qualifica¬ 
tions of the applicants 1s inadmissible. 


lose primary service from the proposed 
operation of Station WMOX, and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

3. To determine whether the operation 
proposed by Bimey Imes, Jr. would com¬ 
ply with §13.28 (c) and 3.188 (b) (1) of 
the Commission’s Rules, and whether, if 
it does not comply, circumstances exist 
which warrant waivers of said sections. 

4. To determine whether Mississippi 
Broadcasting Company in view of its pro¬ 
posals as to staff and operating expenses 
is qualified to operate its station in the 
manner proposed by its application. 

5. To determine in the light of section 
307 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, which of the opera¬ 
tions proposed in the above-captioned 
applications would better provide a fair, 
efficient, and equitable distribution of 
radio service. 

6 . To determine in light of the evidence 
adduced pursuant to the foregoing which 
if either, of the applications should be 
granted. 

Released: July 22,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. V/aple, 

Acting Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-6079; Filed, July 24. 1957; 
8:52 a. m.J 


[Docket No. 11956; FCC 57M-7081 
American Telephone and Telegraph Co. 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING 

In the matter of American Telephone 
and Telegraph Company, Docket No. 
11956; charges, classifications, regula¬ 
tions and practices for and in connec¬ 
tion with channels for off-the-air pickup 
and relay of television program material. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration informal agreement of all 
parties regarding date for the hearing 
herein; 

It is ordered, This 19th day of July 
1957, that, pursuant to informal agree¬ 
ment of all parties, the hearing herein, 
now scheduled for July 29. 1957, is con¬ 
tinued without date, pending action by 
the Commission on the petition to termi¬ 
nate proceeding, filed by American Tele¬ 
phone and Telegraph Company, and 
related pleadings. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6080; Filed, July 24, 1957; 
8:52 a. m.J 


[Docket Nos. 12104,12105; FCC 57-782] 

Ralph D. Epperson and Williamsburg 
Broadcasting Co. 

order designating applications for con¬ 
solidated HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re applications of Ralph D. Epper¬ 
son, Williamsburg, Virginia; Docket No. 
12104, File No. BP-10958; Mary Cobb and 
Richard S. Cobb, d/b as Williamsburg 


Broadcasting Co., Williamsburg, Vir¬ 
ginia; Docket No. 12105, File No. BP- 
11199; for construction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 18th day of 
July 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions of Ralph D. Epperson, and of Mary 
Cobb and Richard S. Cobb, d/b as Wil¬ 
liamsburg Broadcasting Company, each 
for a construction permit for a new 
standard broadcast station to operate on 
740 kilocycles, with a power of 500 watts, 
daytime only, at Williamsburg, Virginia; 

It appearing that both applicants are 
legally, technically, financially and 
otherwise qualified, except as may appear 
from the issues specified below, to oper¬ 
ate their proposed stations, but that the 
operation of both proposals would result 
in mutually destructive interference and 
would cause objectionable interference 
to Station WMBL, Morehead City, North 
Carolina (740 kc, 1 kw, Day); and that 
the applicants’ estimates of the area and 
population to be served within the pro¬ 
posed 0.5 mv/m contours each differ con¬ 
siderably ; and 

It further appearing that pursuant to 
section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the subject 
applicants were advised by letter dated 
May 16, 1957, of the aforementioned de¬ 
ficiencies and that the Commission was 
unable to conclude that a grant of either 
of the applications would be in the public 
interest; and 

It further appearing that by letters 
dated May 17, 1957, the licensee of Sta¬ 
tion WMBL requested that both applica¬ 
tions be designated for hearing; and 

It further appearing that a timely 
reply to the Commission’s letter was filed 
by each of the applicants; and 

It further appearing that the applica¬ 
tion of William E. Benns, Jr., and Bar¬ 
bara Benns d/b as Chesterfield Broad¬ 
casting Company, File No. BP-10740, 
which was formerly mutually exclusive 
with the above-captioned applications, 
was amended on July 15. 1957, to specify 
a different frequency; and 

It further appearing that the Com¬ 
mission, after consideration of the above, 
is of the opinion that a hearing is 
necessary; 

It is ordered , That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the said applica¬ 
tions are designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary 
service from each of the proposed opera¬ 
tions and the availability of other pri¬ 
mary service to such areas and 
populations. 

2. To determine whether the proposed 
operations of Ralph D. Epperson and the 
Williamsburg Broadcasting Co. would 
cause objectionable interference to Sta¬ 
tion WMBL, Morehead City, North Caro¬ 
lina. or any other existing standard 
broadcast stations, and, if so, the nature 
and extent thereof, the areas and popu¬ 
lations affected thereby, and the avail- 


k. 
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ability of other primary service to such 
areas and populations. 

3. To determine which proposal herein 
would better serve the public interest in 
the light of the evidence adduced under 
the foregoing issues and the record made 
with respect to the significant differences 
between the two applicants as to: 

(a) The background and experience 
of each applicant to own and operate the 
proposed station. 

(b) The proposal of each applicant 
with respect to management and opera¬ 
tion of the proposed station. 

(c) The programming service pro¬ 
posed in the application of each of said 
two applicants. 

4. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, tvhich of the applications 
should be granted. 

It is further ordered, That the Carteret 
Broadcasting Company, licensee of Sta¬ 
tion WMBL, is made a party to the pro¬ 
ceeding. 

It is further ordered , That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants and the party re¬ 
spondent herein, pursuant to § 1.387 of 
the Commission’s Rules, in person or by 
an attorney, shall within 20 days of the 
mailing of this Order, file with the Com¬ 
mission, in triplicate, a written appear¬ 
ance stating an intention to appear on 
the date fixed for the hearing and pre¬ 
sent evidence on the issues specified in 
this Order. 

Released: July 22, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

IP. R. Doc. 57-6081; Piled, July 24, 1957; 
8:52 a. m.j 


{Docket No. 12098 etc.; FCC 57-778J 
Mountain View Broadcasting Co. et al. 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATIONS FOR 

CONSOLIDATED HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re applications of Mountain View 
Broadcasting Company, Jonesboro, Ten¬ 
nessee; Docket No. 12098, File No. 
BP-10900: Eugene Slatkin and Boyce H. 
Hanna d/b as Cleveland County Broad¬ 
casting Company, Shelby, North Caro¬ 
lina: Docket No. 12099, File No. BP- 
11062; L. C. Young tr/as Scott County 
Broadcasting Co., Gate City, Virginia; 
Docket No. 12100, File No. BP-11082; 
Daniel Gabriel and Arnold H. Johnson 
d/b as Lee County Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, Pennington Gap, Virginia; Docket 
No. 12101, File No. BP-11141; for con¬ 
struction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 18th day of 
July 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions of the Mountain View Broadcast¬ 
ing Company and of Eugene Slatkin and 
Boyce J. Hanna d/b as Cleveland County 
Broadcasting Company, each for a con¬ 
struction permit for a new standard 
broadcast station to operate on 1590 
No. 143-3 


kilocycles with powers of 5 kilowatts and 
one kilowatt, respectively, daytime only 
at Jonesboro, Tennessee, and Shelby, 
North Carolina, respectively: and of L. C. 
Young tr/as Scott County Broadcasting 
Co. and of Daniel Gabriel and Arnold H. 
Johnson d/b as Lee County Broadcasting 
Company, each for a construction permit 
for a new standard broadcast station to 
operate on 1570 kilocycles with powers 
of 250 watts and one kilowatt, respec¬ 
tively. daytime only, at Gate City and 
Pennington Gap, Virginia, respectively; 

It appearing that all of the applicants 
are legally, technically, financially and 
otherwise qualified, except as may ap¬ 
pear from the issues specified below, to 
operate their proposed stations, but that 
the proposed operation of the Mountain 
View Broadcasting Company would cause 
excessive interference to the proposed 
operation of the Cleveland County 
Broadcasting Company, would receive 
some interference from the latter pro¬ 
posal and would also receive some adja¬ 
cent channel interference from the pro¬ 
posed operation of the Scott County 
Broadcasting Co. and that the operation 
of the proposals of the Scott County 
Broadcasting Co. and the Lee County 
Broadcasting Company would result in 
mutually destructive interference; and 

It further appearing that pursuant to 
section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the subject ap¬ 
plicants were advised by letter dated 
April 30, 1957. of the aforementioned in¬ 
terference and that the Commission was 
unable to conclude that a grant of any 
of the applications would be in the public 
interest; and 

It further appearing that timely re¬ 
plies were filed by all subject applicants; 
and 

It further appearing that the Commis¬ 
sion, after consideration of the replies, 
is of the opinion that a hearing is 
necessary; 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to section 
309 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the said applications 
are designated for hearing in a consoli¬ 
dated proceeding, at a time and place to 
be specified in a subsequent order, upon 
the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which would receive primary service 
from each of the proposed operations and 
the availability of other primary service 
to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine the nature and extent 
of the interference, if any, that each of 
the proposals herein would cause to and 
receive from each other, the areas and 
populations affected thereby, and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

3. To determine in the light of section 
307 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, which of the opera¬ 
tions proposed in the above-captioned 
applications would best provide a fair, 
efficient and equitable distribution of 
radio service. 

4. To determine in the light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
issues which of the applications should 
be granted. 

It is further ordered , That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 


heard, the applicants herein, pursuant 
to § 1.387 of the Commission's Rules, in 
person or by attorney, shall within 20 
days of the mailing of this Order, file 
with the Commission, in triplicate, a 
written appearance stating an intention 
to appear on the date fixed for the hear¬ 
ing and present evidence on the issues 
specified in this Order. 

Released: July 22,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Bf.n F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

{P. R. Doc. 57-6082; Piled, July 24, 1957; 
8:52 a. m.) 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

{Docket No. 0-12298] 

Illinois Power Co. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION AND DATE OF 
HEARING 

July 19, 1957. 

Take notice that Illinois Power Com¬ 
pany (Applicant), having its principal 
place of business in Decatur, Illinois, 
filed on March 28, 1957, an application, 
pursuant to section 7 (a) of the Natural 
Gas Act. for an order directing Pan¬ 
handle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
(Panhandle) to establish physical con¬ 
nection of its transportation facilities 
with Applicant’s proposed facilities and 
to sell and deliver to Applicant its 
natural gas requirements for the village 
of Ridge Farm and environs, Vermilion 
County, Illinois, all as more fully repre¬ 
sented in the Application. 

Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate approximately 7,550 feet of 4- 
inch lateral transmission pipeline from 
a connection with Panhandle’s 12-inch 
line extending westward to the corpo¬ 
rate limits of the Village of Ridge Farm, 
Illinois, and a natural gas distribution 
system for service therein. * 

The estimated cost of the proposed 
construction is $128,000, which will be 
financed from funds on hand. 

The total annual and peak day re¬ 
quirements of Applicant for the Village 
of Ridge Farm and environs are esti¬ 
mated as follows: 


Year 

Requirements, mcf. 

Peak day 

Annual 

First. 

310 

10,790 

Second. 

M0 

42, 400 

Third. 

fVU) 

fiO, 058 

Fourth... 

700 

Wi, 310 

Fifth. 

740 

73,400 


Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on Sep¬ 
tember 5, 1957, at 10:00 a. m., e. d. s. t. # 
in a hearing room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D. C., concerning the matters 
involved in and the issues presented by 
such application. 
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NOTICES 


Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D. C., in accord¬ 
ance with the Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or 
before August 23, 1957. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6067; Filed, July 24, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.J 


[Docket No. G-12371, etc.] 

Northern Natural Gas Co. et al. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATIONS AND DATE OF 
HEARING 

July 19, 1957. 

In the matters of Northern Natural 
Gas Company, Docket No. G-12371: 
Parker Petroleum Co., Inc., Operator, et 
al., Docket No. G-11595; Cabot Carbon 
Company, Docket No. G-11659; Novi Gas 
Company, Docket No. G-11660; The 
Texas Company, Docket No. G-11682; 
Union Oil Company of California, Docket 
No. G-11713; The Carter Oil Company. 
Docket No. G-11739; Sinclair Oil & Gas 
Company, Docket No. G-11744; J. M. 
Huber Corporation, Docket No. G-11766; 
Harper Oil Company, Operator, et al.. 
Docket No. G-12110; Sun Oil Company 
(Southwest Division), Docket No. G- 
12548. 

Take notice that on April 9, 1957, 
Nurthern Natural Gas Company (North¬ 
ern) filed in Docket No. G-12371 an ap¬ 
plication for a certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 7 of the Natural Gas Act, authorizing 
the construction and operation of: 

(1) Approximately 21,4 miles of field 
lines varying in diameter from 4 to 10 
inches, to extend from a point of con¬ 
nection with Northern’s existing Beaver 
Compressor Station, to seven wells in 
the Elmwood-Southwest Camp Creek 
Area (Elmwood Area), all in Beaver 
County, Oklahoma, together with a de¬ 
hydration station and seven field meter¬ 
ing stations, in order to purchase and 
receive natural gas produced in the Elm¬ 
wood Area by Parker Petroleum Co., Inc., 
Operator (Parker), et al.. Union Oil Com¬ 
pany of California (Union), The Carter 
Oil Company (Carter), Sinclair Oil & 
Gas Company (Sinclair), and Harper 
Oil Company, Operator (Harper), et al.; 
and 

(2) Approximately 9.0 miles of field 
lines varying in diameter from 4 to 8 
inches to extend from a point of con¬ 
nection with Northern’s existing Skelly- 
town-Beaver transmission system to 
eight wells in the Perry ton-Barlow Area, 
all in Ochiltree County, Texas, together 
with a dehydration plant and eight field 
metering stations, in order to purchase 
and receive natural gas produced in the 
Perryton-Barlow Area by Cabot Carbon 
Company (Cabot), Novi Gas Company 
(Novi), The Texas Company (Texas 
Company), J. M. Huber Corporation 
(Huber), and Sun Oil Company (South¬ 
west Division) (Sun). 

Northern states that the estimated 
total initial cost of the facilities proposed 


herein by Northern is $666,000, which 
cost is to be financed from company 
funds. 

Also take notice that the following re¬ 
lated producer applications have been 
filed covering the above proposed sales 
to Northern: 


Docket 

No. 

Applicant 

Date filed 

Contract 

date 

0-11895 

Pnrker.. 

Dec. 

14.1956 

Nov. 13,1956 

O- 11650 

Cabot_ 

Dec. 

26,1956 

Oct. 15,1956 

(1-11800 

Novi. 

_«lo 

Nov. 20, I960 

0-11682 

Tea as Com¬ 

Dec. 

28,1956 

Nov. 2^ 1956 

0-11713 

pany- 

Union.. 

Jan. 

a 1957 

Dec. 12,1956 

0-11739 

Carter_ 

Jan. 

14,1957 

Nov. 18,1956 

0-11744 

Sinclair_ 

Jan. 

16, 1957 

Nov. 15.1956 

0-11766 

Huber... 

Jan. 

22,1957 

i Nov. 26.1956 

0-12110 

Harper. 

Keb. 

25, 1957 

Jail. 14.1957 

0-12548 

Sun. 

May 

a 1957 

Apr. 11,1957 


* As ameudcd Jan. 2,1057. 


All of the above producers, except 
Parker and Harper, have filed their re¬ 
spective applications to cover only their 
own interests in the leases involved here¬ 
in since each of such producers has its 
own separate contract with Northern. 

Parker, in Docket No. G-11595, as Op¬ 
erator, filed on its own behalf and on 
behalf of the following co-owners, all of 
whom, together with Parker, are signa¬ 
tory seller parties to the same gas sales 
contract dated November 13, 1956, 

namely, John R. Dow, Daniel N. League 
and Loren B. Corliss. Parker’s applica¬ 
tion shows the percentum of ownership 
of all of the co-owners in the six units in 
which it is the operator. In two of the 
units. Carter, Sinclair, and Panhandle 
Eastern Pipe Line Company (Panhandle) 
are shown to own working interests. 
Carter and Sinclair, having their own 
separate contracts with Northern, filed 
separately in Docket Nos. G-11739 and 
G-11744. respectively. 

Harper, as Operator, in Docket No. G- 
12110 , filed on its own behalf and for the 
following nonoperator co-owners, all of 
whom, together with Harper, are signa¬ 
tory seller parties to the same gas sales 
contract dated January 14. J957, namely. 
Ambassador Oil Corporation, Hudson 
Gas and Oil Corporation, Harvey D. Mc¬ 
Lean, John B. Baird and V. V. Jacomini. 
The percentum of interest of all co¬ 
owners in the units operated by Harper 
are listed in Exhibit C to the application. 
Docket No. G-12110. 

Producers’ facilities consist of custom¬ 
ary lease equipment. Proposed deliver¬ 
ies will be made at the proposed meter 
stations to be installed by Northern ad¬ 
jacent to each of the wells involved 
herein. 

Northern will transport the gas re¬ 
ceived from the Producer Applicants 
herein commingled with its other gas 
supplies for sale in other states. 

Northern states that no additional 
markets are proposed to be served by 
Northern other than those previously 
authorized by the Commission. 

In addition to the facilities described 
above. Northern also states that it pro¬ 
poses to construct and operate additional 
field lines and meter stations to enable 
it to purchase and receive natural gas 
produced from any additional wells that 


may be completed in the two subject 
areas. 

All of the above applications are on 
file with the Commission and open for 
public inspection. 

These related matters should be heard 
on a consolidated record and disposed of 
as promptly as possible under the appli¬ 
cable rules and regulations and to that 
end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held on August 20, 1957, 
at 9:30 a. m., e. d. s. t., in a hearing room 
of the Federal Power Commission, 441 
G Street NW., Washington, D. C., con¬ 
cerning the matters involved in and the 
issues presented by such applications: 

. Provided . however , That the Commission 
may. after a non-contested hearing, dis¬ 
pose of the proceedings pursuant to the 
provisions of §1.30 (c) (1) or (2) of 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure. Under the procedure herein 
provided for, unless otherwise advised it 
will be unnecessary for applicants to 
appear or be represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25. D. C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
<18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before August 
1, 1957. Failure of any party to appear 
at and participate in the hearing shall 
be construed as waiver of and concur¬ 
rence in omission herein of the inter¬ 
mediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6068; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:49 a. m.J 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 1-3640] 

Goldenberg Co. 

application to strike from listing and 
registration, and of opportunity for 
hearing 

July 18, 1957. 

In the matter of the Goldenberg Com¬ 
pany, Class “A” Common Stock. 6% Pre¬ 
ferred Stock, File No. 1-3640. 

Philadelphia-Baltimore Stock Ex¬ 
change has made application, pursuant 
to section 12 (d) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 and Rule X-12D2-1 
(b) promulgated thereunder, to strike the 
above named security from listing and 
registration thereon. 

The reasons alleged in the application 
for striking this security from listing and 
registration include the following: 

The Company’s preferred and common 
stocks are nominally quoted at Y% or less 
and the Company has failed to file the in¬ 
formation, documents and reports re¬ 
quired by the Exchange and by section 
13 (a) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934. 
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Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
August 5, 1957, from any interested per¬ 
son for a hearing in regard to terms to be 
imposed upon the delisting of this secur¬ 
ity, the Commission will determine 
whether to set the matter down for hear¬ 
ing. Such request should state briefly 
the nature of the interest of the person 
requesting the hearing and the position 
he proposes to take at the hearing with 
respect to imposition of terms. In addi-„ 
tion, any interested person may submit 
his views or any additional facts bearing 
on this application by means of a letter 
addressed to the Secretary of the Se¬ 
curities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington 25, D. C. If no one requests 
a hearing on this matter, this applica¬ 
tion will be determined by order of the 
Commission on the basis of the facts 
§tated in the application and other in¬ 
formation contained in the official file 
of the Commission pertaining to the 
matter. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

|F. R. Doc. 57-6062; Filed. July 24, 1957; 

8:48 a. m.J 


(File No. 24S-1517J 
Profile Mines, Inc. 

ORDER TEMPORARILY SUSPENDING EXEMP¬ 
TION, STATEMENT OF REASONS THEREFOR, 

AND NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING 

July 19,1957. 

I. Profile Mines. Inc. (“Profile”), an 
Idaho corporation, filed with the Com¬ 
mission on January 28, 1957 a notifica¬ 
tion and an offering circular, and subse¬ 
quently filed amendments thereto, relat¬ 
ing to an offering of 2,000.000 shares of 
its common stock, par value lOtf a share, 
at 10tf a share, for an aggregate of 
$200,000.00 for the purpose of obtaining 
an exemption from the registration re¬ 
quirements of the Securities Act of 1933, 
as amended, pursuant to the provisions of 
section 3 (b) thereof and Regulation A 
promulgated thereunder. 

II. The Commission has reasonable 
cause to believe that: 

A. The terms and conditions of Regu¬ 
lation A have not been complied with 
in that: 

1. In connection with the offering use 
has been made of letters and other writ¬ 
ten communications describing Profile 
and its properties, and containing 
coupons which could be used to request 
offering circulars, prepared or authorized 
by Profile or persons associated with 
Profile or its affiliates for such use which 
letters and other written communica¬ 
tions were proposed to be and were sent, 
given and otherwise communicated to 
more than ten persons, which letters 
and other written communications had 
not been filed with the Commission prior 
to the use thereof, as required: 

2 . Written offers of securities of Pro¬ 
file have been made notwithstanding 
that an offering circular had not con¬ 
currently or previously been given to the 


offerees, or had not been sent to the of¬ 
ferees under such circumstances that the 
offering circular would normally have 
reached such offerees at or prior to the 
time of such written offers, notwith¬ 
standing that such written offers did not 
comply with the exception for which 
provision is made in Rule 256 (d); and 

3. The offering circular failed to state 
the price, terms, and conditions on which 
securities of Profile were to be offered, 
and the number of units to be offered, 
as required. 

B. The offering circular and other 
sales literature contain untrue state¬ 
ments of material fact and omit to state 
material facts necessary in order to make 
the statements made, in the light of the 
circumstances under which they are 
made, not misleading, concerning, among 
other things: 

1. The minerals and ores on prop¬ 
erties of Profile; 

2. The operations conducted and to be 
conducted on the properties of Profile; 

3. The exploratory and development 
work performed on the properties of 
Profile and the results thereof; and 

4. The price, terms and conditions on 
which securities of Profile had been, were 
being, and would be offered and sold, and 
the number of units which had been, 
were being, and would be offered and 
sold; and 

C. The offering has been, Is being and 
would be made in violation of section 17 
of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, 
in that use had been, is being and would 
be made of an offering circular and other 
sales literature which contain false and 
misleading statements of material facts 
as is specified hereinabove. 

III. It is therefore ordered. Pursuant 
to Rule 261 (a) of the general rules and 
regulations under the Securities Act of 
1933, as amended, that the exemption 
under Regulation A be, and it hereby is, 
temporarily suspended. 

Notice is hereby given to Profile Mines, 
Inc. and to any person having any inter¬ 
est in the matter that this order has 
been entered, that the Commission upon 
receipt of a written request within thirty 
days after entry of this order will, with¬ 
in twenty days after the receipt of such 
request, set the matter down for hearing 
at a place to be designated by the Com¬ 
mission for the purpose of determining 
whether to vacate the order or to enter 
an order permanently suspending the ex¬ 
emption without prejudice, however, to 
the consideration and presentation of 
additional matters at the hearing, that 
if no hearing is requested and none is 
ordered by the Commission, the order 
shall become permanent on the thirtieth 
day after its entry and shall remain in 
effect unless or until it is modified or 
vacated by the Commission, and that 
notice of the time and place for any 
hearing will promptly be given to the 
Commission. 

By the Commission. 

(seal! Nellye A. Thorsen, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6063; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:48 a. m.J 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

IS. B. A. Pool Request 22] 

Wyoming Valley Manufacturers Pool, 
Inc. 

WITHDRAWAL OF REQUEST TO OPERATE AS A 
SMALL BUSINESS PRODUCTION POOL AND 
REQUEST TO CERTAIN COMPANIES TO PAR¬ 
TICIPATE IN THE OPERATIONS OF SUCH 
POOL 

Pursuant to section 217 of the Small 
Business Act of 1953, as amended, the 
request to Wywning Valley Manufac¬ 
turers Pool, Inc., published in 19 F. R. 
1428, on March 13, 1954, to operate as a 
small business production pool for de¬ 
fense and the requests to the companies 
therein listed to participate in the oper¬ 
ations of such pool, are hereby with¬ 
drawn. 

That part of the above approval which 
provided that no act or omission to act 
pursuant to this approved program shall 
be construed to be within the prohibition 
of the antitrust laws of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act of the United States is 
likewise withdrawn, except as to those 
acts performed or omitted by reason of 
the request which occurred prior to this 
withdrawal. 

(Sec. 217 of Pub. Law 163. 83d Cong.; E. O. 
10493, Oct. 16, 1953, 18 F. R. 6583) 

Dated: July 18, 1957. 

Wendell B. Barnes, 

Administrator . 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6064; Filed, July 24, 1957; 
8:48 a. m.J 


[Declaration o i Disaster Area 162] 
Indiana 

DECLARATION OF DISASTER AREA 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of July 1957, because 
of the effects of certain disasters, dam¬ 
age resulted to residences and business 
property located in certain areas in the 
State of Indiana; 

Whereas, the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration has investigated and has received 
other reports of investigations of condi¬ 
tions in the areas affected; 

. Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions, I find that 
the conditions in such areas constitute 
a catastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act of 1953, as amended; 

Now, therefore, as Administrator of 
the Small Business Administration, I 
hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans 
under the provisions of section 207 (b) 
(1) of the Small Business Act of 1953, 
as amended, may be received and con¬ 
sidered by the Offices below indicated 
from persons or firms whose proj>erty 
situated in the following County (includ¬ 
ing any areas adjacent to said County) 
suffered damage or other destruction as 
a result of the catastrophe hereinafter 
referred to: 
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County: Marion (floods beginning on or 
about July 10). 

Offices: Small Business Administration 
Regional Office, 226 West Jackson Boulevard, 
Room 1402. Chicago 8, XU.; Small Business 
Administration Branch Office, Federal Build¬ 
ing, Room 505, Indianapolis, Ind. 

2. No special field offices will be estab¬ 
lished at this time. 

3. Applications for disaster loans 
under the authority of this Declaration 
will not be accepted subsequent to Janu¬ 
ary 31, 1958. 

Dated: July 15, 1957. 

Wendell B. Barnes, 

Administrator. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6065; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:48 a. m.] 


TARIFF COMMISSION 

[Investigation 181 
Dried Figs and Fig Paste 

INVESTIGATION INSTITUTED AND HEARING SET 

Institution of investigation. By direc¬ 
tion of the President, dated July 18, 1957, 
the United States Tariff Commission on 
the 19th day of July 1957 instituted, and 
hereby gives notice of, an investigation 
under section 22 of the Agricultural Ad¬ 
justment Act, as amended, and Executive 
Order No. 7233 of November 23, 1935, for 
the purpose of determining whether 
dried figs and fig paste are being or are 
practically certain to be imported into 
the United States under such conditions 
and in such quantities as to render or 
tend to render ineffective, or materially 
interfere with, the marketing agreement 
and order program and other programs 
with respect to figs and fig paste under¬ 
taken by the Department of Agriculture, 
or to reduce substantially the amount of 
products processed in the United' States 
from domestic figs or fig paste with re¬ 
spect to which such programs are being 
undertaken. 

Hearing . A public hearing in this in¬ 
vestigation will be held in the Tariff 
Commission Hearing Room, Tariff Com¬ 
mission Building, Eighth and E Streets 
NW., Washington, D. C., beginning at 
10 a. m., e. d. s. t., on August 20, 1957. 
All parties interested will be given oppor¬ 
tunity to be present, to produce evidence, 
and to be heard. 

Request to appear. Interested parties 
desiring to appear at the public hearing 
should notify the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission in writing at its offices in Wash¬ 
ington, D. C., at least 3 days in advance 
of the date set for the hearing. 

I hereby certify that the above investi¬ 
gation was instituted and hearing 
ordered by the United States Tariff Com¬ 
mission on July 19, 1957. 

Issued: July 19,1957. 

[seal] Donn N. Bent, 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6066; Filed, July 24, 1957; 

8:49 a. m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Fourth-Section Applications for 
Relief 

July 22, 1957. 

Protests to. the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance 
with rule 40 of the general rules of prac¬ 
tice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

long-and-short haul 

FSA No. 34039: Grain and products 
from Colorado and Nebraska points to 
Missouri River' cities. Filed by The Un¬ 
ion Pacific Railroad Company, for itself 
and interested rail carriers. Rates on 
grain, grain products and related arti¬ 
cles, also seeds, carloads from specified 
points in Colorado and Nebraska on the 
Union Pacific to Kansas City and St. 
Joseph, Mo., Atchison and Leaven¬ 
worth, Kans. 

Grounds for relief: Circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 85 to Union Pa¬ 
cific Railroad Company’s tariff I. C. C. 
5166. 

FSA No. 34040: Cement and clinkers 
within official territory . Filed by O. E. 
Schultz, Agent, for interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on cement (common hy¬ 
draulic, masonry, mortar, natural, or 
Portland), carloads, also cement clinker, 
carloads from specified points in Mary¬ 
land, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. and West Virgipia to specified 
points in Illinois, Indiana. Iowa, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, Missouri, New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and Wisconsin. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line dis¬ 
tance formula, and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Agent H. R. Hinsch’s tariff 
L C. C. 4783. 

FSA No. 34041: Machinery and parts — 
Cordele, Ga., to official territory border 
points. Filed by O. W. South, Jr., Agent, 
for interested rail carriers. Rates on 
machinery, machines and parts thereof, 
carloads from Cordele. Ga., to Ashland, 
Ky.. Charleston and Kenova. W. Va., 
Cairo, HI., Evansville. Ind., Cincinnati, 
Ohio and other named Ohio River 
crossings or nearby border points in 
Kentucky, Indiana. Illinois, and Ohio. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula. 

Tariff: Supplement 2 to Agent Spanin- 
ger’s tariff L C. C. 1536. 

FSA No. 34042: Brick and related 
articles from Hebron, N. Dak. Filed by 
The Northern Pacific Railway Company 
for itself and interested rail carriers. 
Rates on brick and related articles, car¬ 
loads from Hebron. N. Dak., to specified 
points in Iowa, Minnesota, and Wis¬ 
consin. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 8 to Northern 
Pacific Railway Company’s tariff I. C. C. 
9831. 


FSA No. 34043: Molasses residuum — 
Philadelphia, Pa., to New Orleans, La. 
Filed by F. C. Kratzmeir. Agent, for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on mo¬ 
lasses residuum distillery liquid, tank- 
car loads from Philadelphia, Pa., to New 
Orleans, La. 

Grounds for relief: Circuitous routes 
in part west of the Mississippi River. 

FSA No. 34044: Anti-knock com¬ 
pound—Baton Rouge and North Baton 
Rouge, La., to eastern points. Filed by 
F. C. Kratzmeir, Agent, for interested 
rail carriers. Rates on motor fuel 
anti-knock compound, tank-car loads, 
from Baton Rouge and North Baton 
Rouge, La., to specified points in Dela¬ 
ware, Maryland, New Jersey, and 
Pennsylvania. 

Grounds for relief: Circuitous routes 
in part west, of the Mississippi River, 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6059; Filed, July 24. 1957; 

8:47 a. m.J 


[No. 32229] 

Class Rates 

TWIN CITIES TO IOWA 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Board of Suspension, 
held at its office in Washington, D. C., on 
the 16th day of July A. D. 1957. 

There being under consideration the 
matter of rates and charges, and rules, 
regulations, and practices affecting such 
rates and charges, applicable on inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce of class rates 
applicable from Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, Minn, to Cedar Falls, Cedar Rapids, 
Clinton, Davenport, Marion and Water¬ 
loo, Iowa, and other Iowa points or points 
in Illinois taking the same rates, as set 
forth in; 

Mlddlewest Motor Freight Bureau. Agent: 
Supplement 61 to MF-I. C. C. 257; Items 
2010 and 5000; 

or as the same may be amended or 
reissued: 

It appearing that upon consideration 
of the tariff schedules and protests 
thereto, there is reason to institute an in¬ 
vestigation to determine whether they 
result in rates and charges, rules or 
regulations and practices that are unjust 
and unreasonable in violation of the 
Interstate Commerce Act; and good cause 
appearing therefor: 

It is ordered, That an Investigation be, 
and it is hereby, instituted into and con¬ 
cerning the lawfulness of the rates, 
charges, rules, regulations and practices 
contained in said schedules, with a view 
to making such findings and orders in the 
premises as the facts and circumstances 
shall warrant. 

It is further ordered. That the investi¬ 
gation in this proceeding shall not be 
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confined to the matters and issues here¬ 
inbefore stated as the reason for insti¬ 
tuting this investigation, but shall in¬ 
clude all matters and issues with respect 
to the lawfulness of the said rates, 
charges, rules, regulations and practices 
under the Interstate Commerce Act. 

It is further ordered , That a copy of 
this order be served on the respondent’s 
attorneys in fact, and the individual 


carriers, who filed the schedules contain¬ 
ing the rates under investigation herein; 
and that further notice of this proceed¬ 
ing be given to the respondents, and that 
notice be given to the general public by 
posting a copy of this order in the office 
of the Secretary of the Commission at 
Washington, D. C., and by filing a copy 
with the Director, Division of the Federal 
Register. 


And it is further ordered , That this 
matter be assigned for hearing, at a time 
and place to be hereafter fixed. 

By the Commission, Board of Suspen¬ 
sion. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6061: Filed, July 24, 1957; 
8:48 a. m.j 
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